IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

APPLICANT: Oliver Kilian et al

APPLICATION NO.: 12/581,812

FILING DATE: October 19, 2009

TITLE: Homologous Recombination in an Algal Nuclear Genome
EXAMINER:

ART UNIT: 1642

CONFIRMATION NO.: 3337

ATTY. DKT. NO.: PA4893US

AMENDED STATEMENT OF SPECIAL STATUS
IN SUPPORT OF RECONSIDERATION OF PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL
UNDER THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM
The Applicants respectfully request the Examiner advance the present application out of
turn for examination (accelerated examination) through the submission of the present
petition. This petition is presented in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(c)(2)(ii) and the
conditions set forth for such a petition as detailed in MPEP § 708.02(VI) and 74 Fed. Reg. 234
(8 Dec. 2009), pp. 64666-64669.

L Requirements and Conditions

1. The present application is a non-reissue, non-provisional utility application filed under

35 U.S.C. §111(a). In addition, the present application was filed on October 19, 2009, which

is prior to December 8, 2009.



2. Arevised preliminary amendment is submitted under 37 C.F.R. § 1.121 concurrent
herewith. Upon entry of the preliminary amendment, the present application will have no

more than twenty claims, including no more than three independent claims.

3. The present application is classified under USPC 435/471.

4. The present petition is being filed electronically before December 8, 2010.

5. Based on a review of the status of the application as reflected in the Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system, the Applicants believe that no first action has issued as

of the date of the present petition.

IL. Eligibility under MPEP § 708.02(VI)

MPEP § 708.02(VI) notes that the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office will, on petition, accord
"special” status to all patent applications for inventions which materially contribute to (A)
the discovery or development of energy resources, or (B) the more efficient utilization and

conservation of energy resources, or (C) the reduction of greenhouse gases. MPEP §

708.02(V1).

As noted in the invention summary, the present application provides exemplary
transformation methods for introducing deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) into the nucleus of an
algal cell. In exemplary embodiments, the sequence of DNA of interest may comprise an
antibiotic resistance marker, a promoter sequence and an antibiotic resistance marker, or a
gene for nutrient assimilation or biosynthesis of a metabolite. A phenotypic characteristic of
the algal cell may be changed or new characteristics may be imparted to the algal cell.
According to a further exemplary embodiment, the sequence of DNA of interest may further
comprise DNA to compromise or destroy wild-type functioning of a gene for nutrient

assimilation or biosynthesis of a metabolite.



As noted in the cross-reference to related applications, the present application is related to
U.S. Non-Provisional Patent Application Serial No. 12/480,635 filed on June 8, 2009, titled
“VCP-Based Vectors for Algal Cell Transformation,” which is hereby incorporated by
reference. Asnoted in the invention summary of Application Serial No. 12/480,635,
transformation of Nannochloropsis via the described procedures is useful for the production
of biofuels. Amended claim 19 as submitted herewith, recites the algal cell is of algal genus

Nannochloropsis for the production of biofuels.

Additionally, as algae, such as Nannochloropsis is inherently photosynthetic, consuming
carbon dioxide and producing oxygen, the application herein contributes to the increased

reduction of greenhouse gases.

The Applicants therefore believe that the present application is thus eligible for special

status.



II1. Conclusion

The Applicants believe that this Petition to Make Special has met all requirements set forth
by 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(c)(2)(ii), MPEP § 708.02(VI), and 74 Fed. Reg. 234 (8 Dec. 2009), pp.

64666-64669. The Applicants therefore respectfully request the petition be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Oliver Kilian et al

August 9, 2010 By: /K. Brian Bathurst/
K. Brian Bathurst, Reg. No. 51,442
Carr & Ferrell LLP
2200 Geng Road
Palo Alto, California 94303
Phone (650) 812-3486
Fax (650) 812-3444
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APPLICANT: Oliver Kilian et al
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REIVSED PRELIMINARY AMENDMENT

Prior to examination of the present application, please amend the claims as

follows:
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LISTING OF THE CLAIMS

Please amend the claims as follows. The following listing of the claims replaces

all previous listings of the claims.

1. (Original) A transformation method for introducing deoxyribonucleic
acid (DNA) into the nucleus of an algal cell, the method comprising:

preparing a transformation construct, the transformation construct having
a first sequence of DNA similar to a corresponding first sequence of nuclear
DNA, the transformation construct having a second sequence of DNA similar to
a corresponding second sequence of the nuclear DNA, the transformation
construct having a sequence of DNA of interest inserted between the first and
second sequences of DNA of the transformation construct, and

transforming a target sequence of DNA inserted between the first and
second corresponding sequences of the nuclear DNA, resulting in replacement of

the target sequence of DNA with the sequence of DNA of interest.

2. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of
interest separates the first and second sequences of DNA similar to the
corresponding respective first and second sequence of the nuclear DNA by

approximately 4.5 kb.
3. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein either the first or second

sequence of DNA similar to the corresponding respective first or second

sequence of the nuclear DNA comprises approximately 1000 base pairs (bps).

2 PA4893US



4. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein either the first or second
sequence of DNA similar to the corresponding respective first or second

sequence of the nuclear DNA comprises approximately less than 1000 bps.

5. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein either the first or second
sequence of DNA similar to the corresponding respective first or second

sequence of the nuclear DNA comprises approximately greater than 1000 bps.

6. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein either the first or second
sequence of DNA similar to the corresponding respective first or second

sequence of the nuclear DNA comprises approximately greater than 10,000 bps.

7. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of

interest further comprises a regulatory or promoter sequence.

8. (Original) The method of claim 7, wherein the promoter is uni-directional

or bi-directional.

9. (Canceled)

10.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of
interest further comprises a promoter sequence and an antibiotic resistance

marker.

11.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of
interest further comprises a gene for nutrient assimilation or biosynthesis of a

metabolite.
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12.  (Original) The method of claim 11, wherein the gene codes for nitrate

reductase or nitrite reductase.

13.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of
interest is approximately 0 bps, resulting in deletion or near deletion of the target
sequence of DNA.

14.  (Canceled).

15.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of

interest is transcribed but does not encode a polypeptide.
16.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of
interest encodes a peptide that is added to a peptide encoded by either the first

or the second sequence of nuclear DNA.

17.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the sequence of DNA of

interest encodes a non-coding regulatory DNA sequence.

18. (Canceled).

19.  (Currently amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the algal cell is of

algal genus Nannochloropsis for the production of biofuels.

20.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the algal cell is haploid.
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21.  (Original) The method of claim 1, the method further comprising;:
changing a phenotypic characteristic of the algal cell or imparting new

characteristics to the algal cell.

22.  (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the first sequence of DNA
similar to the corresponding first sequence of the nuclear DNA has a first length
in base pairs which does not equal a second length in base pairs of the second
sequence of DNA similar to the corresponding second sequence of the nuclear

DNA.

23. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the target sequence of DNA is
less than 1 kb.

24 - 40 (Canceled).
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CONCLUSION

Claim 19 has been amended to recite wherein the algal cell is of algal genus
Nannochloropsis for the production of biofuels. As noted in the cross-reference to related
applications, the present application is related to U.S. Non-Provisional Patent Application
Serial No. 12/480,635 filed on June 8, 2009, titled “VCP-Based Vectors for Algal Cell
Transformation,” which is hereby incorporated by reference. As noted in the invention
summary of Application Serial No. 12/480,635, transformation of Nannochloropsis via
the described procedures is useful for the production of biofuels. Amended claim 19 as
submitted herewith, recites the algal cell is of algal genus Nannochloropsis for the

production of biofuels.

Claims 9, 14, 18, and 24-40 have been cancelled.

The Examiner is invited to contact the Applicants” undersigned representative

with any questions concerning this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
Oliver Kilian et al

August 9, 2010 By: /K. Brian Bathurst/
K. Brian Bathurst, Reg. No. 51,442
Carr & Ferrell LLP
2200 Geng Road
Palo Alto, CA 94303
T: 650.812.3486
F: 650.812.3444
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CARR & FERRELL LLP

2200 GENG ROAD

PALO ALTO CA 94303

In re Application of :

KILIAN, Oliver et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/581812 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: October 19, 2009 - ' : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
Attorney Docket No. PA4893US : PILOT PROGRAM

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed August 9, 2010, to make the above-
- identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009).

The petition is DISMISSED.

If reconsideration of this decision is desired, a petition for reconsideration must be filed within
ONE (1) MONTH OR THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mail date of this decision, whichever is
longer. No extension of this time limit can be granted under 37 CFR 1.136(a) or (b). The
petition for reconsideration should include an exhaustive attempt to provide the lacking item(s)
noted below, since, after a decision on the petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration
or review of the matter will be undertaken by the Director.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 64666 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed under 35 USC
111(a) or be a national stage entry under 35 USC 371, exclusive of any reissue applications and
be filed pnor to the date of the notice, December 8, 2009.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims. 2) The
application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 3) The petition must state the basis
for seeking special status, i.e., the claimed invention either: A) materially enhances the quality of
the environment or B) materially contributes to: i) the discovery or development of renewable
energy resources, ii) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy resources, or iii)
greenhouse gas emission reduction. 4) If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed
invention materially contributes under category (A) or (B), the petition must be accompanied by
a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 5) A statement that applicant will agree to
make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if a restriction requirement is made



Application No. 12/581812 : Page 2 -

by the examiner. 6) The petition to make special must be filed electronically. 7) The petition
must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office Action appears in the Patent
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 8) The petition must be accompanied by a
request for early publication in compliance with 37 CFR 1.219 and include the publication fee as
set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).

The requirement .for a fee for consideration of the petition to make spemal for applications
pertaining to Green Technologies has been waived.

The petition lacks item(s) 4.

In regard to item 4, petitioner should note that the instant petition includes a statement
identifying the basis for the special status (i.e., whether the instant invention (1) materially
enhances the quality of the environment or materially contributes to (2) development of
renewable energy resources or energy conservation, or (3) greenhouse gas reduction) as required
by sections II and III of the notice. However, as stated in the notice, applicant must also provide
a statement pertaining to the materiality standard if the application disclosure is not clear on its
face as to the materiality of the basis for the special status of the invention. This petition lacks
such a statement that supports what is actually disclosed in the disclosure and it is not agreed that
the application on its face meets that materiality standard.

A review of the amended claims shows that applicant has amended claim 19 to be drawn to.

~ genus Nannochloropsis for production of biofuels. However, there is no showing of said genus
producing biofuels in the specification. The invention here is drawn to a method of homologous
recombination in an algal genome specifically for making knock-out strains with no evidence or
reduction to practice, of such cells with enhanced yield of lipids for the production of biodiesel
or for reducing green house gases

Any reconsideration of this decision should be submitted through the USPTO electronic filing
system, EFS-Web, and selecting the document description of “Petition for Green Tech Pilot” on
the EFS-Web screen.

Telephone inquiries concering this decision should be directed to Manjunath Rao at 571-272-
0939. '

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 1642 for action in
its regular turn.

/Manjunath Rao/

Manjunath Rao
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Technology Center 1600
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SEP 30 2010
CARR & FERRELL LLP
120 CONSTITUTION DRIVE
MENLO PARK CA 94025
In re Application of P
KILLIAN, Oliver et al. :  DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/581812 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: October 19, 2009 : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
Attorney Docket No. PA4893US : PILOT PROGRAM

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed August 9, 2010, to make the above--
identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009).

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 64666 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed under 35 USC
111(a) or be a national stage entry under 35 USC 371, exclusive of any reissue applications and
be filed prior to the date of the notice, December 8, 2009.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims. 2) The
application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 3) The petition must state the basis
for seeking special status, i.e., the claimed invention either: A) materially enhances the quality of
the environment or B) materially contributes to: i) the discovery or development of renewable
energy resources, 1i) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy resources, or iii)
greenhouse gas emission reduction. 4) If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed
invention materially contributes under category (A) or (B), the petition must be accompanied by
a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 5) A statement that applicant will agree to
make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if a restriction requirement is made
by the examiner. 6) The petition to make special must be filed electronically. 7) The petition

. must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office Action appears in the Patent
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 8) The petition must be accompanied by a
request for early publication in compliance with 37 CFR 1.219 and include the publication fee as
set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).
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The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Green Technologies has been waived.

The instant petition complies with items 1 — 8 above. Accordingly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Manjunath Rao at 571-272-
0939.

The application is being forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 1636 for action
on the merits commensurate with this decision.

/Manjunath Rao/

Manjunath Rao
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Technology Center 1600
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Commissioner for Patents
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April 12,2012

NIXON & VANDERHYE, PC

901 NORTH GLEBE ROAD, 11TH FLOOR

ARLINGTON VA 22203

In re Application of :

James C. Solinsky : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12581875 :

Filed: 10/19/2009 ~ : ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR
Attorney Docket No. 4941-4 : DRAWINGS

This is a decision on the Petition to Accept Color Drawings under 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a) (2), received
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) November 25, 2009.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following.

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h),

2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, or (1) set if filed via EFS, and

3. The specification contains appropriate language referring to the color drawings as the
first paragraph in that portion of the specification relating to the brief description of
the drawings.

The petition was accompanied by all of the required fees and drawings. The specification
contains the appropriate language. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquires relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

/Don Fairchild/
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
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Xerox Corporation

c/o Joseph E. Root o
P.O. Box 371228 MAILED
Montara CA 94037 .
JAN 182011

OFFIC
In re Application of FHCE OF PETITIONS
Richard Bridges :
Application No. 12/581,876 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: October 19, 2009
Attorney Docket No. 20090465-US-NP

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
December 28, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed June 1, 2010, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3) months.
No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the
application became abandoned on September 2, 2010.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of an amendment, (2) the petition fee of $1,620 and (3) a proper statement of
unintentional delay. Accordingly, the amendment is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directéd to Kimberly Inabinet at (571)
272-4618.

This application is being referred-to Technology Center AU 3653 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received December 28, 2010.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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MICHAEL RIES |

318 PARKER PLACE MAILED

OSWEGO, IL 60543 \UG 05 2011
QFFICE OF PETTTIONS

In re Application of

Linda Ward Mitchell, et al. :

Application No. 12/581,888 . DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. LM1009

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 11, 2011, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely submit corrected formal drawings on or
before June 23, 2011, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due and the Notice of
Allowability, mailed March 23, 2011. Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application
is June 24, 2011.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of corrected formal drawings , (2) the petition fee of $810; and (3) a proper
statement of unintentional delay. '

The drawings have been approved by the USPTO draftsperson.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-
1642. All other inquiries concerning this application should be directed to the Office of Data
Management at their hotline 571-272-4200.

This application is being referred to the Office of Data management for processing into a patent.

. Wi
g ns Examiner
Oft iti

e of Petitions
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LRI GosTAND st
P.0. BOX 101 | MAR 3 12011
ELMA NY 14059

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of"
Paul W. Huber, et al. :
Application No. 12/581,968 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. HuberP_P_1_08 o FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed February 22, 2011.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others.

The request was signed by Patricia M. Constanzo on behalf of all attorneys of record who are
associated with customer No. 34442. All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number
34442 have been withdrawn. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The correspondence address of record has been changed and the new correspondence address is
the address indicated below.

There are no pending Office actions at the present time. '

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: X’POLE PRECISION TOOLS, INC
3, PEI YAUN 2 ROAD
CHUNG-LI INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
CHUNG LI-CITY TAIWAN
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
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[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE [ FIRSTNAMEDAPPLICANT | ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE ]
12/581,968 10/20/2009 Paul W. Huber HuberP_P_1_08
CONFIRMATION NO. 3659
34442 : POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

ANl O

P.0. BOX 101
ELMA, NY 14059
Date Mailed: 03/30/2011

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 02/22/2011.

. The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
. new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

/amwise/

Office of Data Management, Application Assistance Unit (571) 272-4000, or (571) 272-4200, or 1-888-786-0101

page 1 of 1



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

VERIZON

PATENT MANAGEMENT GROUP

1330 NORTH COURT HOUSE ROAD : MAILED

9" FLOOR . - -

ARLINGTON, VA 22201-2909 JuLzzzon -
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Joseph J. Unger, et al. :

Application No. 12/582,016 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION

Filed: October 20, 2009 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)
Attorney Docket No. 01-1511C1 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed July 21, 2011, to withdraw the
above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is not signed by an attorney of record. Nevertheless, in accordance with 37 CFR
1.34, the signature of Mr. Joel Wells appearing on the correspondence shall constitute a
representation to the United States Patent and Trademark Office that he is authorized to represent
the particular party on whose behalf he acts. If Mr. Wells desires to receive future
correspondence regarding this file, the appropriate power of attorney documents must be
submitted. All future correspondence regarding this application file will be directed solely to the
above-noted correspondence address of record.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a submission
under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for continued examination). See 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on July 13, 2011 cannot be refunded. If, however,
this application is again allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied towards the issue fee
required by the new Notice of Allowance."

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

1 . . L. .
The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new Part
B - Fee(s) Transmittal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Petitioner is advised that the Issue
Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment of the application.




Application No. 12/582,016 Page 2

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2173 for processing of the request
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the concurrently filed
amendment.

[AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLo.gov

[ APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR |ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION Noj
12/582,044 10/20/2009 Yulong Wang 11005.0369-00000 3799
7590 09/03/2010 I EXAMINER 1
Huawei Technologies Co., Ltd./Finnegan KOONTZ, TAMMY J
901 New York Avenue
NW l ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER I
Washington, DC 20001 3974
| MAIL DATE [ DELIVERY MODE l
09/03/2010 PAPER

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Betrcy b2l

Patent Publication Branch
Office of Data Management
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450 . _

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE ] FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. ] CONFIRMATION NO. J
12/582,056 10/20/2009 Jan Andre Heybroek AC10.1 3823
64278 7590 06/10/2011
EXAMINER
STEVEN L. SCHMID I ]
1824 HICKORY TRACE DRIVE MORGAN, ROBERT W
FLEMING ISLAND, FL 32003 [ RTITT ] PAPER ﬁR J
3626
l MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J :
06/10/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



R 3\ UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.usplo.gov
\
10 ®
Steven L. Schmid
1824 Hickory Trace Drive
Fleming Island, FL 32003
In re application of : ~ : DECISION ON PETITION
Jan Andre Heybroek ' : TO MAKE SPECIAL FOR
Application No. 12/582,056 : NEW APPLICATION
Filed: October 20, 2009 :  UNDER 37 CFR 1.102

For: COMPUTER IMPLEMENTED MODULAR
BASED MEDICAL MARKET ANALYSIS
SYSTEM

This is a decision on the petition filed on June 6, 2011 to make the above-identified
application special for Inventions Relating to Cancer under 37 C.F.R. § 1.102(d).

The petition to make the application special is DENIED.

REGULATION AND PRACTICE

To be eligible for accelerated examination under 3'_7 C.F.R. § 1.102(d) and pursuant to
the “Change to Practice for Petitions in Patent Applications to Make Special and for

Accelerated Examination” published in the Federal Register on June 26, 2006 (71 Fed.
Reg. 36323), the following conditions must be satisfied:

1. The application must be a non-reissue utility or design application filed under 37
CFR 1.111(a); _
2. The application, the petition and the required fees must be filed electronically

using the USPTO's electronic filing system (EFS), or EFS-web; if not filed electronically,
a statement asserting that EFS and EFS-web were not available during the normal
business hours;

3. The application, at the time of filing, must be complete under 37 CFR 1.51 and in
condition for examination;

4. The application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or
fewer total claims and the claims must be directed to a single invention.



The petition to make special for Inventions Relating to Cancer under 37 C.F.R. §
1.102(d) is not acceptable at least because the application was not limited to 20 claims
or less, or filed with the application, as required in the above Federal Register Notice of
June 26, 2006. It appears that the petition was filed under the guidelines for making an
application special that were in effect prior to August 25, 2006. As of August 25, 2006
the new guidelines replaced the old guidelines. Since applicant's petition was received
on June 6, 2011, the petition must be considered under the new guidelines and thus is
properly DENIED.

For the above-stated reasons, the petition is denied. The application will therefore be
taken up by the examiner for action in its regular turn.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Steven N. Meyers, Quality
Assurance Specialist, at (571) 272-6611.

BN

Steven N. yers,
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 3600

Sm/sm: 6/9/11
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A | APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR }«TTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO.—I
12/582,077 10/20/2009 - Junrui Hui 13674-332 3859

7590 09/08/2010 L EXAMINER —l

Huawei/BHGL . BOST, DWAYNE D

P.O. Box 10395
Chicago, IL 60610 . | ART UNIT | ParerNuMBER |
2617
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE J
09/08/2010 PAPER

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any prewously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200. .

Office of Data Management
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Doc Code: PET.AUTO
Document Description: Petition automatically granted by EFS-Web

PTO/SB/64
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Department of Commerce

Electronic Petition Request PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT ABANDONED
UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b}

Application Number 12582093

Filing Date 20-Oct-2009

First Named Inventor Gustavo Gonzalez

Art Unit 1761

Examiner Name GREGORY WEBB

Attorney Docket Number 3919.008

Title CLEANING COMPOSITIONS FOR REMOVING ORGANIC DEPOSITS IN HARD TO REACH
SURFACES

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a timely and proper reply to a notice or action by the
United States Patent and Trademark Office. The date of abandonment is the day after the expiration date of the period set for

reply in the office notice or action plus any extensions of time actually obtained.
APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS FOR REVIVAL OF THIS APPLICATION
NOTE: A grantable petition requires the following items:

(1) Petition fee;
(2) Reply and/or issue fee;

(3) Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee - required for all utility and plant applications filed before June 8, 1995; and for
all design applications;
(4) Statement that the entire delay was unintentional.
Petition fee

The petition fee under 37CFR 1.17(m} is attached.

[] Applicant claims SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27.
] Applicantis no longer claiming SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)(2).
X Applicant(s) status remains as SMALL ENTITY.

] Applicant(s) status remains as other than SMALL ENTITY.

Issue Fee and Publication Fee:

Issue Fee and Publication Fee must accompany ePetition.

< Issue Fee Transmittal is attached

Drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies.




(@ Drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies are not required

O | certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4.(D){4), that drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies have previously been filed
on

(O Drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies are attached.

STATEMENT: The entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the required reply until the filing of a
grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional.

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){(4) thatlam:

An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office who has been given power of attorney
in this application.

An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, acting in a representative capacity.

A sole inventor

A joint inventor; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all of the inventors.

A joint inventor; all of whom are signing this e-petition.

o o O O 0O @®

The assignee of record of the entire interest that has properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR3.71.

Signature /Stephan A. Pendorf/

Name Stephan A. Pendorf

Registration Number 32665




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

Decision Date: April 29,2011
In re Application of : DECISION ON PETITION

Gustavo Gonzalez UNDER CFR 1.137(b)

Application No : 12582093

Filed : 20-Oct-2009
Attorney Docket No: 3919.008

This is an electronic decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed April 29,2011 , to revive the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice of Allowance and Issue
Fee(s) Due. The date of abandonment is the day after the expiration date of the period set for reply in the Notice.

The electronic petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that (1) the reply in the
form of payment of the Issue Fee and the Publication Fee (if necessary); (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (m); (3) the
drawing correction and/or other deficiencies (if necessary); and (4) the required statement of unintentional delay have been
received. Accordingly, the Issue Fee payment is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Patent Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197.

This application file is being directed to the Office of Patent Publication.

Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

Decision Date: April 21,2011
In re Application of : DECISION ON PETITION

Gustavo Gonzalez UNDER CFR 1.137(b)

Application No : 12582106

Filed : 20-Oct-2009
Attorney Docket No: 3919.007

This is an electronic decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed April 21,2011 , to revive the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice of Allowance and Issue
Fee(s) Due. The date of abandonment is the day after the expiration date of the period set for reply in the Notice.

The electronic petition satisfies the conditions for revival pursuant to the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that (1) the reply in the
form of payment of the Issue Fee and the Publication Fee (if necessary); (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17 (m); (3) the
drawing correction and/or other deficiencies (if necessary); and (4) the required statement of unintentional delay have been
received. Accordingly, the Issue Fee payment is accepted as having been unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Patent Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197.

This application file is being directed to the Office of Patent Publication.

Office of Petitions



Doc Code: PET.AUTO
Document Description: Petition automatically granted by EFS-Web

PTO/SB/64
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Department of Commerce

Electronic Petition Request PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT ABANDONED
UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b}

Application Number 12582106

Filing Date 20-Oct-2009

First Named Inventor Gustavo Gonzalez

Art Unit 1761

Examiner Name GREGORY WEBB

Attorney Docket Number 3919.007

Title CLEANING COMPOSITIONS FOR REMOVING ORGANIC DEPOSITS IN HARD TO REACH
SURFACES

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to file a timely and proper reply to a notice or action by the
United States Patent and Trademark Office. The date of abandonment is the day after the expiration date of the period set for

reply in the office notice or action plus any extensions of time actually obtained.
APPLICANT HEREBY PETITIONS FOR REVIVAL OF THIS APPLICATION
NOTE: A grantable petition requires the following items:

(1) Petition fee;
(2) Reply and/or issue fee;

(3) Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee - required for all utility and plant applications filed before June 8, 1995; and for
all design applications;
(4) Statement that the entire delay was unintentional.
Petition fee

The petition fee under 37CFR 1.17(m} is attached.

[] Applicant claims SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27.
] Applicantis no longer claiming SMALL ENTITY status. See 37 CFR 1.27(g)(2).
X Applicant(s) status remains as SMALL ENTITY.

] Applicant(s) status remains as other than SMALL ENTITY.

Issue Fee and Publication Fee:

Issue Fee and Publication Fee must accompany ePetition.

< Issue Fee Transmittal is attached

Drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies.




(@ Drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies are not required

O | certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4.(D){4), that drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies have previously been filed
on

(O Drawing corrections and/ or other deficiencies are attached.

STATEMENT: The entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the required reply until the filing of a
grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional.

THIS PORTION MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SIGNATORY OR SIGNATORIES

| certify, in accordance with 37 CFR 1.4(d){(4) thatlam:

An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office who has been given power of attorney
in this application.

An attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office, acting in a representative capacity.

A sole inventor

A joint inventor; | certify that | am authorized to sign this submission on behalf of all of the inventors.

A joint inventor; all of whom are signing this e-petition.

o o O O 0O @®

The assignee of record of the entire interest that has properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR3.71.

Signature /Stephan A. Pendorf/

Name Stephan A. Pendorf

Registration Number 32665
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS -

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

APPL[CATI_ON NO. l FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR l ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/582,108 . 10/20/2009 Earl Votolato 09-18243 3926
43025 7590 11/04/2010
EXAMINER
LAUSON & TARVER LLP I |
880 APOLLO STREET PRONE, JASON D
SUITE 301 ART UNIT PAPER B
EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245 : | | paperNuMBER |
3724
' MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE I
11/04/2010 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time-period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspio.gov

In re Patent No. VOTOLATO, EARL :
Issue Date: 6/01/2010 . DECISION GRANTING

App! No.: 12/582,108 . PETITION

Filed: October 20, 2009 . 37CFR 1.324
For: SAFETY CUTTING APPARATUS :

This is a decision on the petition filed 6/8/10 to correct inventorship under 37 CFR 1.324.
The petition is granted.

The patented file is being forwarded to Certificate of Corrections Branch for issuance of a
certificate naming only the actual inventor or inventors.

/Boyer D. Ashley/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3724

Boyer D. Ashley
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 3724

Technology Center 3700

LAUSON & TARVER LLP
880 APOLLO STREET
SUITE 301 :
EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245



Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www . uspio.gov

DATE: November 2, 2010
TO: Certificates of Correction Branch
FROM: Boyer D. Ashley

SPE, Art Unit 3724
SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

Please issue a Certificate of Correction in U. S. Letters Patent No. 7, 726 029 as specified
on the attached Certificate.

/Boyer D. Ashley/

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3724
Boyer D. Ashley, SPE

Art Unit 3724




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

CERTIFICATE

Patent No. 7,726,029
Patented: 6/1/2010

On petition requesting issuance of a certificate for correction of inventorship pursuant to 35
U.S.C. 256, it has been found that the above identified patent, through error and without
deceptive intent, improperly sets forth the inventorship. Accordingly, it is hereby certified that
the correct inventorship of this patent is:

David A. Sharbaugh
Earl J. Votolato

/Boyer D. Ashley/
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3724

Boyer D. Ashley
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Art Unit 3724



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
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2 Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY
PATENT LEGAL STAFF

343 STATE STREET
ROCHESTER NY 14650-2201

'MAILED

0CT 25 2010

. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of

Mrityunjay KUMAR et al. :

Application No. 12/582,110 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. 95860KES

This is a decision on the petition, filed July 29, 2010, which is being treated as a petition under
37 CFR 1.8(b), requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-identified
application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application was held abandoned for failure to timely respond to the Office action of
November 10, 2009, which set a two (2) month shortened statutory period for reply.
Accordingly, a reply was due on or before January 10, 2010.

Petitioner states that a timely reply was mailed via facsimile on December 09, 2009. Petitioner
has submitted a copy of the previously submitted correspondence and a copy of the USPTO
patent electronic filing acknowledgement receipt, which bears a submission date of December
09, 2009, which would have rendered the reply timely if received.

The file record does not include the originally submitted papers. Failure to receive
correspondence which includes a certificate of mailing or certificate of facsimile transmission is
addressed in 37 CFR 1.8(b), reproduced below:

In the event that correspondence is considered timely filed by being mailed or
transmitted in accordance with paragraph (a) of this section, but not received
in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office after a reasonable amount of time



Application No. 12/582,110 Page 2

has elapsed from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence, or
after the application is held to be abandoned, or after the proceeding is
dismissed, terminated, or decided with prejudice, the correspondence will be
considered timely if the party who forwarded such correspondence:

(1) Informs the Office of the previous mailing or transmission of
the correspondence promptly after becoming aware that the
Office has no evidence of receipt of the correspondence;

(2) Supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or transmitted
correspondence and certificate; and

(3) Includes a statement which attests on a personal knowledge
basis or to the satisfaction of the Director to the previous timely
mailing or transmission. If the correspondence was sent by
facsimile transmission, a copy of the sending unit’s report
confirming transmission may be used to support this statement.

The petition satisfies the above requirements of 37 CFR 1.8(b). Accordingly, the holding
of abandonment for failure to timely file a reply to the Office action of November 10, 2009
is hereby withdrawn and the application restored to pending status.

The copy of the reply received with the petition will be accepted in place of the reply
shown to have been mailed (or transmitted by facsimile) on December 09, 2009.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at
(571)272-4231.

This application is being referred to Office of Patent Application Processing.

Vﬁ«*ﬁ? : ‘
Thurman K. Page

Petition Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandnia, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpL0.gov
I APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/582,159. 10/20/2009 Seung Hyun KANG 8737.265.00 4027
30827 7590 08/04/201 1
| EXAMINER
MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP . —l
1900 K STREET, NW YAO, KWANG BIN
HIN
WASHINGTON, DC 20006 | ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER I
2473
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE ]
08/04/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
. P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.qov
MCKENNA LONG & ALDRIDGE LLP
1900 K STREET, NW
WASHINGTON DC 20006 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
.. PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
In re Application of: KANG, SEUNG HYUN PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
etal. PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
Application No. 12582159 MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
Filed: October 20, 2009 1.102(d)
For: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR
TRANSMITTING SIGNAL IN A WIRELESS
COMMUNICATION SYSTEM

This is a decision on the renewed request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed March 21, 2011, to make the above-identified application
special.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require: |

(1) The U.S. application is
(a) a Paris Convention application which either (i) validly claims priority under 35 U.S.C.
119(a) and 37 CFR 1.55 to one or more applications filed in the KIPO, or
(ii) validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority claims, or
(b) a national stage application under the PCT (an application which entered the national stage
in the U.S. from a PCT international application after compliance with 35 U.S.C. 371),
which PCT application (i) validly claims priority to an application filed in the KIPO, or (ii)
validly claims priority to a PCT application that contains no priority claims, or (iii) contains
no priority claim, or
(c) a so-called bypass application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111 (a) which validly claims benefit
under 35 U.S.C. 120 to a PCT application, which PCT application (i) validly claims priority
to an application filed in the KIPO, or (ii) validly claims priority to a PCT application that
contains no priority claims, or (iii) contains no priority claim.
Where the KIPO application that contains the allowable/patentable claims is not the same application for which
priority is claimed in the U.S. application, applicant must identify the relationship between the KIPO application
that contains the allowable/patentable claims and the KIPO priority application claimed in the U.S. application.

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of (a) the allowable/patentable claim(s) from the KR application(s); (b)
an English translation of the allowable/patentable claim(s), if the claims were published in a language
other than English); and (c) a statement that the English translation is accurate.

3) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to sufficiently

correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the KIPO application(s) and Applicant must submit a
claim correspondence table in English.

Page 1 of 2



Application SN 12582159
.+ Decision on Petition

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun.

(5) Applicant must submit (a) a copy of all the office action(s) (which are relevant to patentability),
excluding "Decision to Grant a Patent" from each of the KR application(s) containing the
allowable/patentable claim(s); (b) an English language translation of the KIPO office action(s) (if the
office action(s) are not in the English language); and (c) a statement that the English translation is
accurate.

(6) Applicant must submit (a) an IDS listing the documents cited by the KIPO examiner in the KIPO
office action (unless already filed in this application); and (b) copies of all the documents cited in the
KIPO office action, except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications (unless already filed in this
application).

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition were previously dismissed for apparent failure
of items (5) and (6) above. During a telephonic interview on January 14, 2011, Applicant’s representative
Harry Lee assisted in locating the documents that were believed to be missing. For further clarification,
Mr. lee submitted a copy of the document KR 2002-46547; this document that was previously presumed
to be missing was actually listed in the IDS as KR 10-0830486, which is the patent registration number
corresponding to the application publication number 10-2002-0046547.

Therefore, the request to participate in the PPH program and petition are found to comply with all the
above requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded "special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-3088

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the PAIR
system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html. -

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with this
decision

/Hassan Kizou/

Hassan Kizou
Supervisory Patent Examiner
Technology Center 2400

Page 2 of 2



Doc Code: PPH.PCT.652
Document Description: Petition to make special under PCT-Patent Pros Hwy PTO/SBI20PCT-KR (06-10)
Approved for use through 01/31/2012. OMB 0651-0058
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PATENT COOPERATION TREATY - PATENT PROSECUTION
HiIGHWAY (PCT-PPH) PiLOT PROGRAM BETWEEN THE KOREAN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
OFFICE (KIPO) AND THE USPTO

soicain i |12/58, 274 Fing dae: | 2009-10-20

First Named Inventor: Robert HardaCker

Title of the

mventon: Bezel Color Coordination

THIS REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PILOT PROGRAM ALONG WITH THE REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST BE
SUBMITTED VIA EFS-WEB. INFORMATION REGARDING EFS-WEB IS AVAILABLE AT
HTTP://WWW.USPTO.GOV/EBC/EFS_HELP.HTML

APPLICANT HEREBY REQUESTS PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PROGRAM AND PETITIONS TO MAKE THE
ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION SPECIAL UNDER THE PCT-PPH PROGRAM.

The above-identified application is (1) a national stage entry of the corresponding PCT application, or (2) a national stage entry
of another PCT application which claims priority to the corresponding PCT application, or (3) a national application that claims
domestic/ foreign priority to the corresponding PCT application, or (4) a national application which forms the basis for the
priority claim in the corresponding PCT application, or (5) a continuing application of a U.S. application that satisfies one of (1)
to (4) above, or (6) a U.S. application that claims domestic benefit to a U.S. provisional application which forms the basis for
the priority claim in the corresponding PCT application.

The corresponding PCT PCT/US2010/034700

application nhumber(s) is/are:

The international filing date of the corresponding
PCT application(s) is/are:
13 May 2010 (13.05.2010)

l. List of Required Documents:
a. A copy of the latest international work product (WO/ISA, WO/IPEA, or IPER) in the above—identified

corresponding PCT application(s)
Is attached.

Is not attached because the document is already in the U.S. application.

b. A copy of all claims which were indicated as having novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability in the
above-identified corresponding PCT application(s).

|:| Is attached.

Is not attached because the document is already in the U.S. application.

€. English translations of the documents in a. and b. above are attached (if the documents are not in the English
language). A statement that the English translation is accurate is attached for the document in b. above.

[Page 1 of 2]
This collection of information is required by 35 U.S.C. 119, 37 CFR 1.55, and 37 CFR 1.102(d). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public, which is to file (and by
the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 2 hours to complete, including gathering,
preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this
form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS.
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REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PILOT PROGRAM
BeTweEEN THE KIPO AND THE USPTO

(continued)

Application No.: 12/582.274

First Named Inventor:] Robert Hardacker

d. (1) An information disclosure statement listing the documents cited in the international work products (ISR,

WOI/ISA, WO/IPEA, IPER) of the corresponding PCT application.
Is attached

(2) Copies of all documents (except) for U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications)

Are attached.
L] 2011-01-12

Has already been filed in the above-identified U.S. application on

Have already been filed in the above-identified U.S. application on

Il. Claims Correspondence Table:

Patentable Claims
in the corresponding Explanation regarding the correspondence

PCT Application

Claims in US Application

1 _8 1 _1 o Except for the additions of reference numerals in the PCT claims,claims 1-8 in the U.S. application are substantially identical to claims 1-8 in the PCT application

lll. All the claims in the US application sufficiently correspond to the patentable claims in the
corresponding PCT application.

signawre /JONN L. RoQitz/ ae 2011-02-01

z\lParm?/Typed) JOhn L RogItZ Registration Number 335549

[Page 2 of 2]



Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of
the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2)
furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or
patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the
application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of records
may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these records is required
by the Freedom of Information Act.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting
evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the
course of settlement negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting
a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested
assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having
need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to
comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for
purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42
U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General
Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's
responsibility to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under
authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA
regulations governing inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (  i.e., GSA or
Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either
publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C.
151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the
public if the record was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were
terminated and which application is referenced by either a published application, an application open to
public inspection or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.USPLo.gov
ROGITZ & ASSOCIATES
750 B STREET :
SUITE 3120 DECISION ON REQUEST TO
SAN DIEGO CA 92101 PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
In re Application of: Hardacker et al. PROGRAM AND PETITION TO
Application No. 12/582,274 MAKE SPECIAL UNDER 37 CFR
Filed: October 20, 2009 1.102(d)
For: BEZEL COLOR COORDINATION M A, L E D

MAR 23 2011

DIRECTOR OFFICE
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2409

This is a decision on the request to participate in the PCT- Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
pilot program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(d), filed February 1, 2011, to make the
above-identified application special.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable request to participate in the PCT PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The relationship between the corresponding U.S. application for which participation in the PCT-PPH
pilot program is requested and the PCT application satisfies one of the following:

(a) The U.S. application is a national stage entry of the corresponding PCT application.

(b)The U.S. application is a national application which forms the basis for the priority claim in the
corresponding PCT application. '

(c) The U.S. application is a national stage entry of another PCT application (which can be filed in
any competent receiving office) which claims priority to the corresponding PCT application.

(d) The U.S. application is a national application claiming foreign/domestic priority to the
corresponding PCT application.

(¢) The U.S. application is a continuing application (continuation, divisional, or continuation-in-part)
of the U.S. application which satisfies one of the above (a) to (d) scenarios.



Application SN '12/582,274
Decision on Petition

(2) The latest work product in the international phase of the PCT application corresponding to the U.S.
application indicates at least one claim in the PCT application has novelty, inventive step and industrial
applicability. In case any observation is described in Box VIII of the WO/ISA, or WOV/IPEA, or IPER
which forms the basis for the PCT-PPH request, applicant must identify and explain why the claim(s)
is/are not subject to any observation described in Box VIII irrespective of whether an amendment is
submitted to correct the observation described in Box VIII.

(3) All the claims in each U.S. application for which a request for participation in the PCT-PPH pilot
program is made must sufficiently correspond to or be mended to sufficiently correspond to one or
more of those claims indicated as having novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability and free of
any observation described in Box VIII in the latest work product of the corresponding PCT application.

(4) Substantive examination of the U.S. application for which participation in the PCT-PPH pilot
program is requested has not begun.

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest international work product which indicated that the
claim(s) has/have novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability along with an English translation
thereof if the copy of the latest international work product is not in the English language.

(6) Applicant must submit a copy of the claims from the corresponding PCT application which were
indicated as having novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability in the latest work product of the
PCT application along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is
accurate if the claims are not in the English language. Applicant is required to submit a claims
correspondence table in English. The claims correspondence table must indicate how all the claims in the
U.S. application sufficiently correspond to the claims indicated as having novelty, inventive step and
industrial applicability in the latest international work product. If the claims in the U.S. application for
which participation in the PCT-PPH pilot program is requested are identical to the claims from the
corresponding PCT application, and are in the English language, applicant may just indicate such in the
PCT-PPH request and it will not be necessary for applicant to submit a copy of the claims from the
corresponding PCT application.

(7) Applicant must submit an information disclosure statement (IDS) listing the documents cited in the
international work products (ISR, WOIISA, WOIIPEA, PER) of the PCT.

(8) Applicant must submit a petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h) for the petition to make special under 37
CFR 1.102(d). As of May 25, 2010, the USPTO has eliminated the fee for the petition to make special
under the PPH programs.

(9) The request for participation in the PCT-PPH pilot program and all the supporting documents must be
submitted to the USPTO via EFS-Web and indexed with the following document description: "Petition to
make special under PCT-Patent Pros Hwy. Any preliminary amendments and IDS submitted with the
PCT-PPH documents must be separately indexed as a preliminary amendment and IDS, respectively.
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The request to participate in the PCT-PPH program and petition are found to comply with all the
above requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded "special”
status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Christopher Grant at 571-272-
7294

’ s
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the
PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision.

[Christopher Grant/
Christopher Grant

Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 2400




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.USQ[O.gOV
WONG, CABELLO, LUTSCH, RUTHERFORD & BRUCCULERI,
L.L.P.
20333 SH 249 6TH FLOOR -
HOUSTON TX 77070 MAILED
JUN 16 2011
- OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Michel Laviolette ' : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/582,296 D TO WITHDRAW
Filed: October 20, 2009 : FROM RECORD

Attorney Docket No. 149-0230USCIP

This is a decision on the request to withdraw as attorney of record under 37 C.F.R. §
1.36, filed May 17, 2011.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is
signing on behalf of another/others. The Office will require the practitioner(s) fo certify
that he, she or they have: (1) given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration
of the reply period, which the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from employment; (2)
delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and
property (including funds) to which the client is entitled; and S3) notified the client of any
replies that may be due and the time frame within which the client must respond,
pursuant to 37 CFR 10.40 (c).

The request was signed by Coe F. Miles on behalf of all attorneys of record who are
associated with Customer Number 29855.

All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 29855 have been withdrawn.
Applicant i1s reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

The correspondence address of record remains unchanged.
Currently, there is no outstanding Office action that requires a reply.

Telephone inguiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-7751. All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

/Joan Olszewski/
Joan Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

OBLON, SPIVAK, MCCLELLAND MAIER & NEUSTADT, L.L.P.

1940 DUKE STREET _ MAI LED

ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

FEB 24 201!
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Tsuguhide AOKI, et al. X
Application No. 12/582,336 : DECISION GRANTING PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 : UNDER 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2)

Attorney Docket No. 349147US-2SRD CONT

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(2), filed February 17, 2011, to
withdraw the above-identified application from issue after payment of the issue fee.

The petition is GRANTED.

The above-identified application is withdrawn from issue for consideration of a
submission under 37 CFR 1.114 (request for contfinued examination). See 37 CFR
1.313(c)(2).

Petitioner is advised that the issue fee paid on January 26, 2011 cannot be refunded. If,
however, this application is again allowed, petitioner may request that it be applied
towards the issue fee required by the new Notice of Allowance.' ‘

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-7253.
This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2611 for processing of the

request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 and for consideration of the
concurrently filed information disclosure statement.

/Monica A. Graves/
Petitions Exominer,' Office of Petitions

1 . . . R .
The request to apply the issue fee to the new Notice may be satisfied by completing and returning the new
Part B — Fee(s) Transminal Form (along with any balance due at the time of submission). Pelitioner is advised that the
Issue Fee Transmittal Form must be completed and timely submitted to avoid abandonment of the application.




Doc Code: PET.GREEN

Document Description: Petition for Green Tech Pilot PTOISBI420 (11-10}

Approved for use through 01/31/2011. OMB 0651-0062
U.5. Patent and Trademark Office; U. 8. DEFARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1985, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid CMB control number.

PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM

Atterney Docket Application Number

Number: 81 194276 (If knOWﬂ): 1 2/582,450 F]lmg date: OCtOber 20’ 2009
First N . )
|n]\r,setnt:rr:n5d Giovanni Cavataio

Title: METHOD AND AFTERTREATMENT CONFIGURATION TO REDUCE ENGINE COLD-START NOx EMISSIONS

APPLICANT HEREBY REQUESTS TO PARTICIPATE IN THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM FOR
THE ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION. See Instruction Sheet on page 2.

This petition must be timely filed elecfronically using the USPTO electronic filing system, EFS-Web.
1. By filing this petition:

Applicant is requesting early publication: Applicant hereby requésts early publication under
37 CFR 1.219 and the publication fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d) accompanies this request.

2. By filing this petition: applicant is agreeing to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview and
elect an invention that meets the eligibility requirements for the Green Technology Pilot Program, if the Office
determines that the claims are not obviously directed to a single invention. See Instruction Sheet.

3. This request is accompanied by statements of special status for the eligibility requirement.

4. The application contains no more than three (3) independent claims and twenty (20) total claims.

o

The application does not contain any multiple dependent claims.

6. Other attachments: Preliminary Amendment

. Russell '
Signature fJohn D. Russell/ Date March 31,2011
Name John D, Russell
(Print/Typed) Registration Number 47,048

Note: Signatures of all the inventors or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s) are required in accordance with 3
CFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4(d) for the form of the signature. If necessary, submit muitiple forms for more than one signature]
see below*, :

EX% *Total of ________.. forms are submitted.

The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35
U.8.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collecticn is estimated to take 12 hours to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the complated
application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or
suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.§. Department of Commerce, P.0. Box
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

if you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT(C-9199 and select option 2.



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Applicants : Giovanni Cavataio et al.

Application No. : 12/582,450

Filed : October 20, 2009

Title : METHOD AND AFTERTREATMENT CONFIGURATION TO
REDUCE ENGINE COLD-START NOx EMISSIONS

Group Art Unit 2 3748

Confirmation No.  : 4615

Docket No. : 81194276

Comumnissioner for Patents
P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION

1 hereby certify that this correspondence is being transmitted via the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office electronic filing system (EFS-Web) to the USPTO on:

March 31, 2011 /Angie C. Farr/
Date Angie C. Farr

STATEMENTS OF SPECIAL STATUS

Applicants respectfully request consideration of the following statement
concerning the basis for the special status as well as the following statement pertaining to
the materiality standard.

1. Statement concerning the basis for special status.

Applicants submit that special status is sought on the following bases: (1) the
claimed invention materially enhances the quality of the environment.

II. Statement pertaining to the materiality standard.

As a preliminary matter, Applicants note that the following statement refers
explicitly to the elements of independent claim 1, which is the broadest claim in many
respects, |

Regarding basis (1), Applicants submit that the claimed invention materially
enhances the quality of the environment by reducing NOx emissions, which negatively
impact the quality of the environment. As explained the in -Background and Summary of

the subject application, NOx emissions from engine-out cold-starts add up to a significant

#

Page 1 0f3 Application No. 12/582.450
Application Filing Date: October 20, 2009
Docket No. 81194276



fraction of total NOx emissions, due to the time required to heat up the main
aftertreatment devices to achieve catalytic light-off. The claimed invention addresses this
issue by providing a branched exhaust system with first and second turbines that includes
an emission-control device containing a zeolite or similar adsorbent, which may be used
to reduce NOx emissions during non-warmed exhaust gas conditions. For example,
claim 1 recites:

A method for an exhaust syst'em having a first turbine and a second
turbine, comprising:
during a first duration when exhaust temperature is below a first
temperature threshold:
directing exhaust gas through the second turbine and an emission-
control device; and
adjusting the second turbine to control intake boost;
- during a second duration following the first:
directing exhaust gas through the first turbine; and
adjusting the first turbine to control intake boost.

In this way, during non-warmed exhaust conditions, NOx emissions may be
directed through an emission-control device containing, for example, a zeolite. NOx may
be adsorbed by the emission-control device while the exhaust is heated. The adsorbed
NOx may then be substantially stored in the emission-control device until a NOx
reducing device, e.g., an ammonia-catalyzed selective catalytic reducer, has been
sufficiently heated to become catalytically active. Postponing the release of the stored
NOx to a NOx reducing device in this way may decrease NOx emissions since a greater
portion of the NOx emitted by the engine during non-warmed exhaust conditions is
reduced. Thus, the claimed invention may reduce NOx emissions, therefore enhancing

the quality of the environment.

Page 2 of 3 Application No. 12/582,450
Application Filing Date: October 20, 2009
Docket No. §1194276



Please charge any cost incurred in this filing, along with any other costs, to

Deposit Account No, 06-1510.

Page 3 of 3

Application No. 12/582.450

Respectfully submitted,

ALLEMAN HALL MCCOY RUSSELL
TUTTLE LLP

/John D. Russell/

John D. Russell

Registration No. 47,048

Customer No. 36865

Attorney/Agent for Applicants/Assignee
806 S.W. Broadway, Suite 600
Portland, Oregon 97205

Telephone: (503) 459-4141

Facsimile: (503) 459-4142

Application Filing Date: October 20, 2009

Docket No. 81194276

&
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
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I APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE

FIRST NAMED INVENTOR

| ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO.

12/582,450 10/20/2009

36865 7590

Giovanni Cavataio

ALLEMAN HALL MCCOY RUSSELL & TUTTLE, LLP

806 S.W. BROADWAY, SUITE 600

PORTLAND, OR 97205

‘81194276 4615

I EXAMINER

TRAN, BINH Q

[ ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER

3748

| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE

|

04/12/2011 " PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

ALLEMAN HALL MCCOY RUSSELL & TUTTLE, LLP
806 S.W. BROADWAY, SUITE 600

PORTLAND OR 97205

In re Application of :

CAVATAIO, GIOVANNI et al : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/582,450 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: Oct. 20, 2009 : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
Attorney Docket No. 81194276 : PILOT PROGRAM

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed March 31, 2011, to make the above-
identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth in 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009) and amended
by 75 Federal Register Notice 28554 (May 21, 2010) and 75 Federal Register Notice 69049
(November 10, 2010).

The petition is granted.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 64666 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed under 35 USC
111(a) or be a national stage entry under 35 USC 371, exclusive of any reissue applications.

If reconsideration of this decision is desired, a petition for reconsideration must be filed within
ONE (1) MONTH OR THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mail date of this decision, whichever is
longer. No extension of this time limit can be granted under 37 CFR 1.136(a) or (b). The
petition for reconsideration should include an exhaustive attempt to provide the lacking item(s)
noted below, since, after a decision on the petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration
or review of the matter will be undertaken by the Director.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
 must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims. 2) The
application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 3) The petition must state the basis
for seeking special status, i.e., the claimed invention either: A) materially enhances the quality of
the environment or B) materially contributes to: i) the discovery or development of renewable
energy resources, ii) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy resources, or iii)
greenhouse gas emission reduction. 4) If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed
invention materially contributes under category (A) or (B), the petition must be accompanied by



Application No. 12/582,450 : Page 2

a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is met. 5) A statement that applicant will agree to
make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if a restriction requirement is made
by the examiner. 6) The petition to make special must be filed electronically. 7) The petition
must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office Action appears in the Patent
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 8) The petition must be accompanied by a
request for early publication in compliance with 37 CFR 1.219 and include the publication fee as
set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).

The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Green Technologies has been waived.

The instant petition complies with items 1 — 8 above. Accordingly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Henry C. Yuen at 571-272-
4856.

This application will be forwarded to the Technology Center Art Unit 3748 for action on
~ the merits commensurate with this decision.

/Henry C. Yuen/

Henry C. Yuen
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center TC 3700
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JUN 202011
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Ray Morgan Elam IV : ‘
Application No. 12/582,533 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. ELAM-001-A : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed
May 13, 2011. '

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent seeking
to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. A request
to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty) days would remain between the date of approval
and the later of the expiration date of a time to file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time
period which can be extended under 37 C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Jason J. Young, on behalf of all attorneys/agents associated with customer
number 86919. All attorneys/agents associated with customer number 86919 have been withdrawn.

The correspondence address has been changed and is copied below.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Kimbérly Inabinet at 571-272-4618.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Ray Morgan Elam IV
1432 Sea Ridge
Newport Beach, CA 92660

Commissioner for Patents
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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[ APPLICATIONNUMBER | FILING OR 371(C) DATE | FIRST NAMED APPLICANT [ ATTY. DOCKET NO/TITLE |
12/582,533. 10/20/2009 Ray Morgan Elam IV ~ ELAM-001-A
CONFIRMATION NO. 4805
86919 . POWER OF ATTORNEY NOTICE

510 Gotiagaview Dr. G20 | e

Traverse City, Ml 49684
Date Mailed: 06/10/2011

NOTICE REGARDING CHANGE OF POWER OF ATTORNEY

This is in response to the Power of Attorney filed 05/13/2011.

- The withdrawal as attorney in this application has been accepted. Future correspondence will be mailed to the
new address of record. 37 CFR 1.33.

/kainabinet/

Office of Data Management, Application Assistance Unit (571) 272-4000, or (571) 272-4200, or 1-888-786-0101
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Commissioner for Patents
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MAILED
Smith-Root, Inc. '
14014 NE Salmon Creek Ave ‘ AUG 252010
Vancouver WA 98686 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Farland Michael Holliman :

Application No. 12/582,579 : ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. SRI 2.003.US

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed July 21, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice
to File Corrected Application Papers (Notice), mailed November 9, 2009. The Notice
set a period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions
of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the
application became abandoned on January 10, 2010.

The petition is GRANTED.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has
supplied (1) the reply in the form of replacement drawings, (2) the petition fee of $810
(3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to JoAnne Burke at
571-272-4584.

This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing.

/JoAnne Burke/
JoAnne Burke
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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DUCKOR SPRADLING METZGER & WYNNE
A LAW CORPORATION

3043 4TH AVE.
SAN DIEGO CA 92103 MAILED
FEB 27 2012
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

David C. Urban et al. ;

Application No. 12/582,636 ; ON PETITION
Filed: October 20, 2009 :

Attorney Docket Number: 20622-100

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.182 filed January 30, 2012, to change
the name of the inventor due to a legal name change.

The petition is GRANTED.

Office records have been updated to reflect the inventor's change of name from
“Michael Tristany” to —Michael Gianni Tristani—.

The credit card provided has been charged in the amount of $400 for the petition fee.

A corrected Filing Receipt, which reflects the inventor’'s change of name, accompanies
this decision on petition.

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned Petitions
Attorney at (571) 272-3212. Any questions concerning the examination procedures or
status of the application should be directed to the Technology Center.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3671 for examination in
due course.

#M%%ZWMJ} Z@

Patricia Faison-Ball
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

ATTACHMENT: Corrected Filing Receipt
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APPLICATION FILING or _ GRP ART -
NUMBER 371(c) DATE UNIT FIL FEE REC'D ATTY.DOCKET.NO TOT CLAIMS|IND CLAIMSI
12/582,636 10/20/2009 3671 462 20622-100 18 2
) CONFIRMATION NO. 5008
36412 CORRECTED FILING RECEIPT

DUCKOR SPRADLING METZGER & WYNNE [ |]|||||||||||||||I] |"|
AL CoRPRATIoN e LT
SAN DIEGO, CA 92103

Date Mailed: 02/23/2012

Receipt is acknowledged of this non-provisional patent application. The application will be taken up for examination
in due course. Applicant will be notified as to the results of the examination. Any correspondence concerning the
application must include the following identification information: the U.S. APPLICATION NUMBER, FILING DATE,
NAME OF APPLICANT, and TITLE OF INVENTION. Fees transmitted by check or draft are subject to collection.
Please verify the accuracy of the data presented on this receipt. If an error is noted on this Filing Receipt, please
submit a written request for a Filing Receipt Correction. Please provide a copy of this Filing Receipt with the
changes noted thereon. If you received a "Notice to File Missing Parts” for this application, please submit
any corrections to this Filing Receipt with your reply to the Notice. When the USPTO processes the reply
to the Notice, the USPTO will generate another Filing Receipt incorporating the requested corrections

Applicant(s)
David C. Urban, San Diego, CA;
Michael Gianni Tristani, San Diego, CA;
Power of Attorney: The patent practitioners associated with Customer Number 36412

Domestic Priority data as claimed by applicant

Foreign Applications (You may be eligible to benefit from the Patent Prosecution Highway program at the
USPTO. Please see hitp://www.uspto.gov for more information.)

Permission to Access - A proper Authorization to Permit Access to Application by Participating Offices
(PTO/SB/39 or its equivalent) has been received by the USPTO.

If Required, Foreign Filing License Granted: 11/03/2009

The country code and number of your priority application, to be used for filing abroad under the Paris Convention,

is US 12/582,636
Projected Publication Date: Not Applicable
Non-Publication Request: No

Early Publication Request: No
** SMALL ENTITY **
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Title

JEWELRY ITEM AND METHODS OF MAKING AND USING IT
Preliminary Class

063

PROTECTING YOUR INVENTION OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

Since the rights granted by a U.S. patent extend only throughout the territory of the United States and have no
effect in a foreign country, an inventor who wishes patent protection in another country must apply for a patent
in a specific country or in regional patent offices. Applicants may wish to consider the filing of an international
application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT). An international (PCT) application generally has the same
effect as a regular national patent application in each PCT-member country. The PCT process simplifies the filing
of patent applications on the same invention in member countries, but does not result in a grant of "an international
patent” and does not eliminate the need of applicants to file additional documents and fees in countries where patent
protection is desired.

Almost every country has its own patent law, and a person desiring a patent in a particular country must make an
application for patent in that country in accordance with its particular laws. Since the laws of many countries differ
in various respects from the patent law of the United States, applicants are advised to seek guidance from specific
foreign countries to ensure that patent rights are not lost prematurely.

Applicants also are advised that in the case of inventions made in the United States, the Director of the USPTO must
issue a license before applicants can apply for a patent in a foreign country. The filing of a U.S. patent application
serves as a request for a foreign filing license. The application's filing receipt contains further information and
guidance as to the status of applicant's license for foreign filing.

Applicants may wish to consult the USPTO booklet, "General Information Concerning Patents” (specifically, the
section entitled "Treaties and Foreign Patents") for more information on timeframes and deadlines for filing foreign
patent applications. The guide is available either by contacting the USPTO Contact Center at 800-786-9199, or it
can be viewed on the USPTO website at http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/doc/general/index.html.

For information on preventing theft of your intellectual property (patents, trademarks and copyrights), you may wish
to consult the U.S. Government website, http://www.stopfakes.gov. Part of a Department of Commerce initiative,
this website includes self-help "toolkits" giving innovators guidance on how to protect intellectual property in specific
countries such as China, Korea and Mexico. For questions regarding patent enforcement issues, applicants may
call the U.S. Government hotline at 1-866-999-HALT (1-866-999-4158).

LICENSE FOR FOREIGN FILING UNDER
Title 35, United States Code, Section 184
Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, 5.11 & 5.15
GRANTED

The applicant has been granted a license under 35 U.S.C. 184, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" followed by a date appears on this form. Such licenses are issued in all applications where
the conditions for issuance of a license have been/met, regardless of whether or not a license may be required as
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set forth in 37 CFR 5.15. The scope and limitations of this license are set forth in 37 CFR 5.15(a) unless an earlier
license has been issued under 37 CFR 5.15(b). The license is subject to revocation upon written notification. The

date indicated is the effective date of the license, unless an earlier license of similar scope has been granted under
37 CFR 5.13 or 5.14.

This license is to be retained by the licensee and may be used at any time on or after the effective date thereof unless
itis revoked. This license is automatically transferred to any related applications(s) filed under 37 CFR 1.53(d). This
license is not retroactive.

The grant of a license does not in any way lessen the responsibility of a licensee for the security of the subject matter
as imposed by any Government contract or the provisions of existing laws relating to espionage and the national
security or the export of technical data. Licensees should apprise themselves of current regulations especially with
respect to certain countries, of other agencies, particularly the Office of Defense Trade Controls, Department of
State (with respect to Arms, Munitions and Implements of War (22 CFR 121-128)); the Bureau of Industry and
Security, Department of Commerce (15 CFR parts 730-774); the Office of Foreign AssetsControl, Department of
Treasury (31 CFR Parts 500+) and the Department of Energy.

NOT GRANTED

No license under 35 U.S.C. 184 has been granted at this time, if the phrase "IF REQUIRED, FOREIGN FILING
LICENSE GRANTED" DOES NOT appear on this form. Applicant may still petition for a license under 37 CFR 5.12,
if a license is desired before the expiration of 6 months from the filing date of the application. If 6 months has lapsed
from the filing date of this application and the licensee has not received any indication of a secrecy order under 35
U.S.C. 181, the licensee may foreign file the application pursuant to 37 CFR 5.15(b).

SelectUSA

The United States represents the largest, most dynamic marketplace in the world and is an unparaileled location
for business investment, innovation and commercialization of new technologies. The USA offers tremendous
resources and advantages for those who invest and manufacture goods here. Through SelectUSA, our nation

works to encourage, facilitate, and accelerate business investment. To learn more about why the USA is the best

country in the world to develop technology, manufacture products, and grow your business, visit SelectUSA.gov.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/582,709 10/21/2009 Tomer Hendel PCCOP00ICIP 5184
THE MUELLER LAW OFFIC%jOIZ’/.zg.l | EXAMINER |
12707 High Bluff Drive, Suite 200 BELLINGER, JASON R
San Diego, CA 92130 | ART UNIT ] PAPER NUMBER |
3617

I NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE l

08/02/2011 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es):

heather@themuellerlawoffice.com
contact@themuellerlawoffice.com
docket@themuellerlawoffice.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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THE MUELLER LAW OFFICE, P.C.
12707 High BIuff Drive, Suite 200
San Diego, CA 92130

In re Application of HENDEL ET AL. .
Appl. No.: 12/582,709 :  DECISION ON PETITON

Filed: October 21, 2009 :  FOR SUPERVISORY
For: Composite Wheel with Reinforced Core :  REVIEW UNDER
: 37CFR1.181

This is a decision on the petition filed November 10, 2010 for Supervisory Review
of an examiner’s action under 37 CFR 1.181. Petitioner requests the relief of
reversal of the Primary Examiner’s holding that the drawings enter new matter
into the application, and approval of those drawings.

The petition is Dismissed.

A review of the file record reveals that petitioner filed corrected drawings on July 19,
2010 in response to the examiner’s Office action of June 14, 2010. The examiner
disapproved these drawings because the examiner held that new figures 6C and 6D,
along with modified figure 8, attempted to add new matter to the originally filed

. disclosure (see final Office action of September 24, 2010). Petitioner is requesting
supervisory review of the Primary Examiner's decision, and requesting that the drawings
be entered. '

With regard to new figures 6C and 6D, petitioner points to original figures 6A and 6B as
well as paragraph 0022 of the specification and original claims 8-9 as providing
adequate support for these new figures. Petitioner specifically notes that paragraph
0022 states:

“In yet other embodiments the rim core 420 itself may be comprised of individual
components. For instance, rim core 420 itself may be compromised of individual
components. For instance, rim core 420 may include one piece for the flat rim
area 422 and another piece within the bead seat area 424”

Upon review of the original disclosure, while it is accurate that the specification does
provide support for a general multi-piece construction with a piece in the general area of



the bead seat and another in the general area of the flat rim, new figures 6C and 6D are
visually much more descriptive than this broad and general language. For example,
figure 6D now depicts that the original generally disclosed and un-illustrated multiple
piece for the bead seat area extends the entire length from the rim tip to just past where
the fillet curvature merges with the flat rim. Nowhere is the original disclosure so
specific as what this new illustration now depicts. Figure 6C depicts that the multiple
pieces are two bead seat pieces that extends the entire length from the rim tip to just
past where the fillet curvature merges with the flat rim and are symmetrically arranged
on either side of the flat rim. Again, nowhere is the original disclosure so specific as
what this new illustration now depicts. It is noted that petitioner states that bead seat
and flat rim areas are well known in the art. While it may be accurate that the bead seat
and flat rim areas are known in a general sense, petitioner has- supplied no evidence
that these broad terms are so well defined in the art that one of ordinary skill in the art
would know that the bead seat pieces would terminate in the exact positions now
ilustrated. For the above given reasons, the Primary Examiner's determination that
these new figures illustrate new matter does not appear to be in error, and petitioner is
not entitled to the relief of entry of new figures 6C and 6D.

With regard to modified figures 8, petitioner points to original figures 6A as well as
paragraphs 0022 & 0024-25 of the specification and original claim 11 as providing
support for the modified figure. Petitioner specifically notes that paragraph 0025 states:

‘the disc core 690 and an optional rim core are sandwiched”;
and that this optional rim core is described in paragraph 0022 which states that:

o ‘the wheel of the present invention may optionally include an émbedded rim
core”

o “Figure 6A both a disc core 410 and rim core 420 can be seen”

o “The integral disc core 410 and rim core 420 may be placed in a mold and then
layered with fibers".

While it is accurate that the specification does provide support for a general optional rim
core to be placed in the mold with a disc core, nowhere is the shape of the rim core
described with such visual detail as is now illustrated in modified figure 8. New element
695 added to the figure depicts the full profile of the wheel, which is not what is
described nor what is illustrated in figure 6A (where only element 420 is described as
the rim core). Specifically, figure 8 now illustrates all the components of the original
figures being laid in the mold with this additional piece. Furthermore, the spatial
relationship of the various components relative to each other and their order of
placement in the mold is also nowhere described or depicted in the original figures and
specification, but is now illustrated in this modified figure. For the above given reasons,
the Primary Examiner's determination that this modified figure illustrates new matter
does not appear to be in error, and petitioner is not entitled to the relief of entry of
modified figure 8.



For all of the above given reasons, petitioners request for supervisory review
overturning the Primary Examiner's holding of new matter in the amended drawings is
not persuasive and is dismissed. As such, petitioner is not entitled to the relief
requested. '

A notice of Appeal and Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review were filed January 24,
2011. A Notice of Panel Decision from Pre-Appeal Brief Review was mailed March 9,
2011, wherein it was decided that the application should proceed to the Board of Patent
Appeals and Interferences. Accordingly, the application will be returned to the
examiner’s docket to await an appeal brief by the applicants.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to S. Joseph Morano,
Supervisory Patent Examiner for Art Unit 3617, at (571) 272-6684. Telephone inquiries
regarding the status of the claims and other examination related issues should be
directed to the examiner of record, Jason Bellinger, at (571) 272-6680.

Dave Talbott, Director
Patent Technology Center 3600
(5671) 272-5150

DT/sjm: 7/13/11
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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AT&T LEGAL DEPARTMENT - HB
ATTENTION: PATENT DOCKETING
ROOM 2A-207

ONE AT&T WAY .
BEDMINSTER, NJ 07921 ' MAILED
0CT 24 2011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Bing, Chen, et al. :
Application No. 12/582,746 : ON PETITION
Filed: October 21, 2009 :
Attorney Docket No. 2003-0084 CON

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
October 13, 2011, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed, February 18, 2011, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on May 19, 2011.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply,
unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m); (3) a statement that
the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a
grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and (4) any terminal
disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required by 37 CFR 1.137(d). Where there is
a question as to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR
1.137 was unintentional, the Director may require additional information. See MPEP
711.03(c)(I1)(C) and (D). The instant petition lacks item(s) (4).

There is no indication that the person signing the instant petition was ever given a power of
attorney or authorization of agent to prosecute the above-identified application. In accordance
with 37 CFR 1.34(a), the signature appearing on the petition shall constitute a representation to
the United States Patent and Trademark Office that he/she is authorized to represent the
particular party in whose behalf he/she acts.



Application No. 12/582,746 Page 2

On the other hand, the terminal disclaimer under 37 CFR 1.137(d), filed October 25, 2006,
cannot be accepted since it is not signed by an attorney or agent of record.

37 CFR 1.321(b) states :

An applicant or assignee may disclaim or dedicate to the public the entire term, or any
terminal part of the term, of a patent to be granted. Such terminal disclaimer is binding upon the
grantee and its successors or assigns. The terminal disclaimer, to be recorded in the Patent and
Trademark Office, must:

(1) Be signed:

(1) By the applicant, or .

(ii) If there is an assignee of record of an undivided part interest, by the applicant and
such assignee, or

(iii) If there is an assignee of record of the entire interest, by such assignee, or
(iv) By an attorney or agent of record;

(2) Specify the portion of the term of the patent being disclaimed;

(3) State the present extent of applicant’s or assignee’s ownership interest in the -
patent to be granted; and

(4) Be accompanied by the fee set forth in §1 .20(d).

(c) A terminal disclaimer, when filed to obviate judicially

In view of the above, an appropriate power of attorney or authorization of agent and a new
terminal disclaimer must be submitted.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled “Renewed Petition under

37 CFR 1.137(b).” This is not a final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By Mail: Mail Stop PETITION
Commissioner for Patents
P. O. Box 1450 .
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office
Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314
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The centralized facsimile number is (571) 273-8300.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
1642. ’

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

AT&T LEGAL DEPARTMENT - HB
ATTENTION: PATENT DOCKETING

ROOM 2A-207

ONE AT&T WAY MAILED

BEDMINSTER, NJ 07921 JAN 1.1 2012
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Bing, Chen, et al. :

Application No. 12/582,746 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: October 21, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. 2003-0084 CON

This is a decision on the renewed petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed December 7, 2011, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed, February 18, 2011, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on May 19, 2011.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a reply, (2) the petition fee of $, (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay
and (4) any terminal disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required by 37 CFR
1.137(d).

The terminal disclaimer is accepted and has been made of record.
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-

1642. All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be
directed to the Technology Center.
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This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 2614 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received October 13, 2011.

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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N UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

FARIBA SIRJANI
925 DELWARE AVENUE, APT. 9C
BUFFALO, NY 14209

In re Application of

James Brady :
Application No. 12/582,774

Filed: October 21, 2009

Attorney Docket No. BRADY-001

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED
MR 14.2011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.

§ 1.36(b), filed February 2, 2011.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on
behalf of another/others. A request to withdraw will not be approved unless at least 30 (thirty)
days would remain between the date of approval and the later of the expiration date of a time to
file a response or the expiration date of the maximum time period which can be extended under 37

C.F.R. § 1.136(a).

The request was signed by Fariba Sirjani. Fariba Sirjani have been withdrawn as attorney or agent

- of record; all other attorneys remain of record.

The correspondence address of record remains unchanged.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Johnson at 571-272-2991.

/Terri Johnson/
Terri Johnson
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: MEREDITH & KEYHANI, PLLC
330 MADISON AVE.
6TH FLOOR
NEW YORK NY 10017
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspio.goy

Date: September 26, 2011

LRK Patent Law Firm
1952 Gallows Road
Suite 200

Vienna, VA 22182

Patent No: 8,004,124 B2

Applicant: Dong Soo Kwon, et al.

Application No.: 12/582,782

Issued: August 23,2011 :

Title: VIBRATION GENERATION MODULE CAPABLE OF GENERATING INTERTIAL AND IMPACT
VIBRATIONS

Request for Certificate of Correction:

Consideration has been given to your request for the issuance of a certificate of correction for the
above- identified patent under the provisions of Rule 1.323.

A petition under C.F.R. 1.182 is required to correct the alleged errors in incorrect inventor’s name
or order of the inventor’s names, since inventor’s names are printed solely in accordance with the
) pred/printer names (not the signatures), and since unsigned declarations, non-initialed and non-
ated changes are not taken into consideration. Therefore, no correction is in order here under the
provisions of Rule 1.323, unless a petition is granted (See M.P.E.P.605.04 b).

In view of the foregoing, your request in this matter is hereby denied.

Any petition under 1.182 should be directed to the following address or facsimile number:

By mail: Mail Stop PETITIONS
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: Customer Service Window
Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314



By fax: (571) 273-0025
ATTN: Office of Petitions

A certificate of correction will be issued to correct the remaining errors mentioned in your
request.

Virginia Tolbert

For Mary Diggs, Supervisor

Decisions and Certificate of Correction
(571) 272-0460

vt
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{00271 The tollowing is claimed:

1. A driver apparatus for powering a solid-state light source, the driver apparatus
COMPprising:

a constant current power source with an input to receive input electrical power and an
output coupleable to a solid-state light source, the output operative to provide electrical
output current to drive the at least one solid-state light source;

a memory storing 4 lumens per amp performance characterization of the solid-state
light source over time as well as a volis per amp performance charactenization of the solid-
state light source over time; and

a controller operatively coupled with the memory and with the power source to
recetve at least one feedback value from the power source and to provide a current setpoint
stgnal or value 1o the power source;

the controtler being operative 1n a normal mode o provide an operating current
setpoint value or signal to cause the power source to drive the solid-state light source at a
corresponding output current level, and

the controller being operative in & test mode:

to provide a test mode current setpoint value or signal to cause the power
source to drive the solid-state light source at a corresponding predetermined test
current level,

t0 receive a voltage feedback value from the power source while the power
source is driving the solid-state hight source at the test carrent level,

to determine an estimated degradation of the light source based at least
partially on the voltage feedback value using the volts per amp performance
characterization, and

1o update the current setpoint value or signal based on the estimated

degradation using the lumens per amp performance characterization.



2. The driver apparatus of claim 1, where the controller is further operative in the
normal mode to receive a voltage teedback value from the power source, to detect rapid
changes in the voltage feedback value, and to enter a fault mode if a rapid change is detected
in the voltage feedback value, and where the controller 1s operative in the fault mode to
implement at least one of a remedial measure to attempt to clear a detected fault condition of
the light source and a notification measure to attempt to notify a user of the detected fault

condition.

3. The driver apparatus of claim 2, where the controller is operative to
implement a remedial measure in the fault mode by briefly overdriving the light source, and

to selectively resume the normal mode operation if the fault is cleared.

4. The driver apparatus of claim 2, where the controller is operative to
implement a notification measure in the fanlt mode by causing the power source to flash the
light source to attempt to notify a user of the detected fault condition.

S The driver apparatus of clanm 2, where the memory stores the lumens per amp
performance characterization and the volts per amp performance characterization of the
solid-state light source over time as lookup tables, and where the controller is operative in the
test mode to determine the estunated degradation of the light source based on the voltage
feedback value using the volts per amp performance lookup table, and 1o update the current
setpoint value or signal based on the estimated degradation using the lamens per amp

performance lookup table.

6. The driver apparatus of claun 2, where the memory stores the lumens per amp
performance characterization and the volts per amp performance characterization of the
solid-state light source over time as formula parameters, and where the controller is operative
i the test mode to detenmine the estimated degradation of the light source based on the

voltage teedback value using the volts per amp performance formula parameters, and to

n——
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update the current sefpoint value or signal based on the estimated degradation using the

lumens per amp performance formula parameters.

7. The driver apparatus of claim 1, where the memory stores the lumens per anip
performance characterization and the volts per amp performance characterization of the
solid-state light source over time as lookup tables, and where the controller 1s operative in the
test mode to determine the estimated degradation of the light source based on the voltage
feedback value using the volts per amp performance lookup table, and 1o update the current
setpoint value or signal based on the estimated degradation asing the lumens per amp

performance lookup table.

8. The driver apparatus of claim 1, where the memory stores the tumens per amp
performance characterization and the volts per amp performance characterization of the
solid-state light sonrce over time as formula parameters, and where the controller is operative
in the test mode to determine the estimated degradation of the light source based on the
voltage feedback value using the volts per amp performance formula parameters, and to
update the current setpoit value or signal based on the estimated degradation using the

lumens per amp performance formula parameters.

9. The driver apparatus of claim 1, where the controller is operative Lo eoter the

test mode pertodically.

10, The diitver apparatus of claim 1, where the controlier is operative in the test
maode 1o detect an end~ofulife condition of the light source based at least partially on the
estinated degradation of the light source and to enter an end-of-Jife mode if an end-of-life
condition is detected, and where the controller is operative in the end-of-lite mode to
implement at least one of an end-of-life measure to modify control of the light source and an
end-of-hife notification measure to attempt to notify a user of the detected end-of-life

condition.

14



1. The driver apparatus of claim 10, where the controlier is operative to
implement an end-of-life measure by overdriving the light source to attempt to provide

constant umens operation of the light source in the end-of-life mode.

12, The driver apparatus of claim 10, where the controlier is operative o
implement an end-of-life notification measure by causing the power source fo fash the light

source to attempt to notify a user of the detected end-of-life condition.

13, The driver apparatus of claim 10, where the controller is further operative in
the normal mode to receive a voltage feedback value from the power source, to detect rapid
changes in the voltage feedback value, and to enter a fault mode if a rapid change is detected
in the voltage feedback value, and where the controller 1s operative in the fault mode to
implement at least one of a remedial measure to attempt to clear a detected fault condition of
the light source and a notification measure to attempt o notify a user of the detected fault

condition.

14, The driver apparatus of claim 1, where the memory stores at least one
environmental performance characterization, and where the controller is operative in the test
ruode to determine at least one environmental characteristic of the hght source and to
determine the estumated degradation of the light source based at least partially on the

environmental characteristic using the environmental performance characterization.

n——
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Box No.| Basis of the opinion

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of:
B the international application in the language in which it was filed

U atranslation of the international application into , which is the language of a translation furnished for the
purposes of international search (Rules 12.3{a) and 23.1 (b)).

2. LI This opinion has been established taking into account the rectification of an obvious mistake authorized
by or notified to this Authority under Rule 91 (Rule 43bis.1(a))

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, this
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4. L1 Inaddition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing has been filed or furnished,
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1. Statement
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WRITTEN OPINION OF THE International application No.
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING
AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/US2010/050472

Re ltem V

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement

Reference is made to the following documents:

D1

D2

1.1

2.1

4.1

WO 2008/120143 A2 (PHILIPS) 9 October 2008

US 2009/254287 A1 (OHGOH) 8 October 2009

-

D1 is regarded as being prior art close to the subject-matter of claim 1.

D1 discloses a method of determining the condition of an LED device by
testing the device at different frequencies and comparing the results with a
predetermined values. The result of that comparison would provide an
assessment of the condition of the device.

The subject-matter of claim 1 therefore differs from this known D1 in that the
test phase is realised with a predetermined current level which will be
compared with the v/i characteristic of the LED for estimate the condition of
the LED.

D2 is regarded as being prior art close to the subject-matter of claim 1.

D2 discloses a method for predicting the lifetime of LEDs wherein degradation
is calculated by measuring the lumens per amp characteristic.

The subject-matter of claim 1 therefore differs from this known D2 in that the
test phase is realised with a predetermined current level which will be
compared with the v/i characteristic of the LED for estimate the condition of
the LED.

The subject-matter of claim 1 is therefore new (Article 33(2) PCT).

The problem to be solved by the present invention may be regarded as
"estimate degradation and compensation of a LED light source”.

The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 of the present application is
considered as involving an inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) because no prior
art hints this alternative solution for estimate degradation, and it is considered
that measuring only a forward voltage appears to simplify the measuring part
of the evaluation circuit, in particular it makes redundant the light sensor or the
frequency measurements.

Form PCT/ISA/Z37 (Separate Sheet) (Sheet 1) (EPO-April 2005}
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For all international applications filed on or after 01/01/2004 the competent
ISA will establish an ISR It is accompanied by the WO-1SA. Unlike the
former written opinion of the IPEA (Rule 66.2 PCT), the WO-1SA is not
meant to be responded to, but to be taken into consideration for further
procedural steps. This document explains about the possibilities.

Within 2 months after the date of mailing of the ISR and the WO-ISA the
applicant may file amended claims under Art. 19 PCT directly with the
International Bureau of WIPO. The PCT reform of 2004 did not change
this procedure. For further information please see Rule 46 PCT as well as
form PCT/ISA/220 and the corresponding Notes to form PCT/ISA/220.

In principle, the WO-I1SA will be considered as the written opinion of the
IPEA. This should, in many cases, make it unnecessary to file a demand for
international preliminary examination. If the applicant nevertheless wishes
to file a demand this must be done before expiry of 3 months after the
date of mailing of the ISR/ WO-I1SA or 22 months after priority
date, whichever expires later (Rule 54bis PCT). Amendments under Art.
34 PCT can be filed with the IPEA as before, normally at the same time as
filing the demand (Rule 66.1 (b) PCT).

If a demand for international preliminary examination is filed and no
comments/amendments have been received the WO-1SA will be transformed
by the IPEA into an IPRP (International Preliminary Report on Patentability)
which would merely reflect the content of the WO-1SA. The demand can still
be withdrawn (Art. 37 PCT).

After receipt of the ISR/'WO-ISA the applicant may file informal comments
on the WO-ISA directly with the International Bureau of WIPO. These
will be communicated to the designated Offices together with the |PRP
(International Preliminary Report on Patentability) at 30 months from the
priority date. Please also refer to the next box.

At the end of the international phase the International Bureau of WIPO will
transform the WO-1SA or, if a demand was filed, the written opinion of the
IPEA into the IPRP, which will then be transmitted together with possible
informal comments to the designated Offices. The |PRP replaces the former
IPER (international preliminary examination report).

Rule 43 PCT, Rule 43bis PCT, Rule 44 PCT, Rule 44bis PCT, PCT Newsletter
12/2003, OJ 11/2003, OJ 12/2003
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

s % UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
“ 7 United States Patent and Trademark Office

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpLo.gov
L APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. —|
12/582,864 10/21/2009 Bruce Richard Roberts 239222 GECZ 5468
201044US01
27885 7590 0512412011
‘ EXAMINER
FAY SHARPE LLP L |
1228 Euclid Avenue, 5th Floor
The Halle Building ' I ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER —|
Cleveland, OH 44115 2821
I MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE |
05/24/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

FAY SHARPE LLP

1228 Euclid Avenue, 5th Floor

The Halle Building

‘Cleveland OH 44115

In re Application of _

ROBERTS et al. : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No.: 12/582,864 : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Filed: 21 October 2009 ' : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No.: 239222 GECZ 201044Us01 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: KNOWLEDGE-BASED DRIVER : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
APPARATUS FOR HIGH LUMEN :37CFR 1.102(a)
MAINTENANCE AND END-OF-LIFE
ADAPTATION

This is a decision on the request to participate in the PCT Patent Prosecution Highway (PCT-
PPH) pilot program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed 13 May 2011, to make the
above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.
Discussion

A grantable request to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot program and petition to make special
require:

(1) The U.S. application must have an eligible relationship to one or more PCT applications
where the ISA or IPEA are the JPO, EPO, KIPO, or USPTO;

(2) At least one claim in the PCT application has novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability and must be free of any observations in Box VIII in the latest work product in the
international stage or applicant must identify and explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to
the observation in Box VIII;

(3) Applicant must submit a copy of the blaim(s) from the PCT application(s) that have novelty,
inventive step, and industrial applicability along with an English translation thereof and a
statement that the English translation is accurate, if the claims are not in the English language;

(4) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the claim(s) that have novelty, inventive step, and industrial

applicability in the PCT application(s);

(5) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;



(6) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest international work product from the PCT
application indicating that the claim(s) have novelty, inventive step, and industrial applicability
along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate
if the latest international work product is not in the English language; :

(7) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documients cited by the PCT examiner in the
international work product along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent
application publications. -

The request to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot program and petition comply with the above
requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Lee W. Young at 571-272-
4549.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the
PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebe.index.html.

This application will be forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision once this application’s formality reviews have been completed.

LM/ wWw 5/9/
Lee W. Yo

ung
TQAS Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
: P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

WWW.USpto.gov

STITES & HARBISON PLLC

1199 NORTH FAIRFAX STREET MAILED
SUITE 900 _ :
ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 MAR 23 2011

' OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of Pankhurst et al. : :

Application No. 12/582,887 : Letter
Filing Date: October 21, 2009 i :

Attorney Docket No. P08214US06/DEJ

This is a notice regarding your request for acceptance of a fee deficiency submission under
37 CFR 1.28(c) filed November 24, 2010.

The deficiency payment of $628 is hereby accepted.

The change of status to large entity has been entered and made of record.

Telephone inquiries regarding this communication should be directed to Petitions Attorney
Steven Brantley at (571) 272-3203.

i gre=

Charles Steven Brantley
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USpto.gov

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

r APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO. ]

12/582,929 10/21/2009 Norihiko Kato TMCF-11502/08 5591

25006 7590 12/08/2010 I peprp—

GIFFORD, KRASS, SPRINKLE, ANDERSON & CITKOWSKI, P.C

PO BOX 7021 NGUYEN, CUONG H

TROY, MI 48007-7021

’ | ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER
3661
I MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE J
12/08/2010 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
DE(: - 8 20][] : Alexandria, Vcwzvamst-g.‘tsg
GIFFORD, KRASS, SPRINKLE,ANDERSON & CITKOWSKI, P.C
PO BOX 7021
TROY MI 48007-7021
In re application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Norihiko Kato : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No. 12/582,929 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: October 21, 2009 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For. POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM AND : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
VEHICLE INCLUDING THE SAME : 37 CFR 1.102(a)
, AND METHOD OF CONTROLLING
POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed October 13, 2010 to make the
above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.

A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special
require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or
more applications filed in the JPO,;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English
translation is accurate;

(3) Allthe claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO application(s);
(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest Office action from each of the JPO
application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) along with an English
translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate;

(6) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in
the JPO Office action along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S.
patent application publications; and



In light of the preliminary amendment filed October 13, 2010. The request to participate
in the PPH pilot program complies with the above requirements. Therefore, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status. .

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits
commensurate with this decision.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Mikado Buiz, Quality
Assurance Specialist, at (571) 272-6578.

/ Mikado Buiz /
Mikado Buiz, :
Quality Assurance Specialis
Technology Center 3600

BM/BM: 12/07/10



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

WONG, CABELLO, LUTSCH, RUTHERFORD
BRUC(fULERI.hJ.L
20333 SH 249 6 ¥ FLOOR
HOUSTON, TX 77070

In re Application of

SOLIN, et al

Application No. 12/582,948

Filed: October 21, 2009

Attorney Docket No. 08-014-US (149-0211US)

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

JUN 17 2011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R. §

1.36(b), filed May 16, 2011.

The request is NOT APPROVED because it is moot.

A review of the file record indicates that the power of attorney to Coe F. Miles and the attorneys
associated with Customer No. 29855, has been revoked by the assignee of the patent application
on June 2, 2011. Accordingly, the request to withdraw under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) is moot.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-

6735.

/Diane C. Goodwyn/
Diane C. Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



Doc Code; PPH.PCT.6562

Document Description: Petition to make special under PCT-Patent Pros Hwy PTOISBROPCT-KR (06-10)

Approved for use through 01/31/2012. OMB 0651-0058
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PATENT COOPERATION TREATY - PATENT PROSEGUTION
HiGHwWAY (PCT-PPH) PiLoT PROGRAM BETWEEN THE KOREAN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
OFfFicE (KIPO) AND THE USPTO

Application No: 12/582,956 Filing date: | October 21, 2009

First Named Inventor: John E Holland

Title of the

invention:. PROTECTIVE COVER FOR SLINGS, ROPES, CABLES AND THE LIKE

THIS REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PILOT PROGRAM ALONG WITH THE REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST BE
SUBMITTED VIA EFS-WEB, INFORMATION REGARDING EFS-WEB IS AVAILABLE AT
HTTP://WWW.USPTO.GOV/EBC/EFS_HELP.HTML

APPLICANT HEREBY REQUESTS PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PROGRAM AND PETITIONS TO MAKE THE
ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION SPECIAL UNDER THE PCT-PPH PROGRAM.

The above-identified application is (1) a national stage entry of the corresponding PCT application, or (2) a national stage entry
of another PCT application which claims priority to the corresponding PCT application, or (3) a national application that claims
domestic/ foreign priority to the corresponding PCT application, or (4) a national application which forms the basis for the
priority claim in the corresponding PCT application, or (5) a continuing application of a U.S. application that satisfies one of (1)
to (4) above, or (6) a U.S. application that claims domestic benefit to a U.S. provisional application which forms the basis for
the priority claim in the corresponding PCT application.

The corresponding PCT PCT/US10/53369

application number(s) is/are:

The International filing date of the corresponding

PCT application(s) is/are:
October 20, 2010

I. List of Required Documents:
a. A copy of the latest international work product (WO/ISA, WO/IPEA, or IPER) in the above-identified
corresponding PCT application(s})

Is attached.
I:l Is not attached because the document is already in the U.S. application.

b. A copy of all claims which were indicated as having novelty, inventive step and industrlal applicabllity in the
above-identified corresponding PCT application(s).

Is attached.

I:I Is not attached because the document is already in the U.S. application.

c. English translations of the documents in a. and b. above are attached (if the documents are not in the English
language). A statement that the English translation is accurate is attached for the documentin b. above.

[Page 101 2]
This collection of information is required by 36 U.8.C. 119, 37 CFR 1.66, and 37 CFR 1.102(d). The Information Is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public, which Is to file (and by
the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 36 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 2 hours to complete, including gathering,
preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this
form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450,
Alexandrla, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS.




PTO/SB/20PCT-KR (06-10)

Approved for use through 01/31/2012. OMB 0651-0058
U.S.Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PILOT PROGRAM
BeTwWEEN THE KIPO AnD THE USPTO

(continued)

Application No.: 12/582,956
First Named Inventor] John E. Holland

d. (1) An information disclosure statement listing the documents cited in the international work products (ISR,
WOI/ISA, WOI/IPEA, IPER) of the corresponding PCT application.
Is attached

I:I Has already been filed in the above-identified U.S. application on

(2) Copies of all documents (except) for U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications)

Are attached.

EI Have already been filed in the above-identified U.S. application on

ll. Claims Correspondence Table:

Patentable Claims
in the corresponding

PCT Application
1-14 Claims are indentical

Claims in US Application Explanation regarding the correspondence

1-14

lll. All the claims in the US application sufficiently correspond to the patentable claims in the
corresponding PCT application.

PAY) —7
Signature C { K }//\[/D/ ( /%.;& Date 5@@)% 2], 201

N
(I;;:?/Typed) C. Robert Rhodes Registration Number 24’200

[Page 2 of 2]



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspto.gov

APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE ] FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/582,956 10/21/2009 John E. Holland J3781 1040.1 5639
26158 7590 11/07/2011
WOMBLE CARLYLE SANDRIDGE & RICE, LLP L EXAMINER |
ATTN: IP DOCKETING OHERN, BRENT T
P.0. BOX 7037
ATLANTA, GA 30357-0037 | ART UNIT | PaPERNUMBER |
1783
| MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE l
11/07/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

v/7/ e

In re application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
John E. Holland et al. X PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Serial No. 12/582,956 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: October 21, 2009 X PROGRAM AND

Attorney Docket No: J3781 1040.1 : PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL

UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(a)

This is a decision on the request for reconsideration to participate in the PCT Patent
Prosecution Highway (PCT-PPH) pilot program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a),
filed September 21, 2011, to make the above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.

A grantable request to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot program and petition to make
special require:

(1) The U.S. application must disclose an eligible relationship to one or more PCT
applications where the ISA or IPEA are the APO, IPA, JPO, KIPO, NBPR, NPI, EPO,
Rospatent, IPOS, SPTO, PRV, UK IPO or USPTO;

(2) At least one claim in the PCT application has novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability and must be free of any observations in Box VIll in the latest work product
in the international stage or applicant must identify and explain why the claim(s) is/are
not subject to the observation in Box VIII; '

(3) Applicant must submit a copy of the claim(s) from the PCT application(s) that have
novelty, inventive step, and industrial applicability along with an English translation
thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate, if the claims are not in
the English language;

(4) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the claim(s) that have novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability in the PCT application(s);

(5) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;
(6) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest international work product from the PCT

application indicating that the claim(s) have novelty, inventive step, and industrial
applicability along with an English translation thereof if the latest international work



Application No. 12/582,956

product is not in the English language; and

(7) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the PCT examiner in
the international work product along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or
U.S. patent application publications.

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition comply with the above
requirements. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded
“special” status.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits
commensurate with this decision.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Blaine Copenheaver, Quality
Assurance Specialist, at (671) 272-1156.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible
in the PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html.

/Blaine Copenheaver/

Blaine Copenheaver
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1700



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.uspto.gov

ZACKSON LAW LLC
1015 LOCUST STREET SUITE 750 MAILED
ST. LOUIS MO 63101-1324 «

MAY 3 1:2011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of
Felice Eugenio Agro' : :
Application No. 12/582,987 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: October 21, 2009 TO WITHDRAW FROM RECORD
Attorney Docket No. 1004-0002 :

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37
C.F.R. § 1.36(b), filed April 6, 2011.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every
attorney/agent seeking to withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is
signing on behalf of another/others. The Office will require the practitioner(s) to certify
that he, she or they have: (1) given reasonable notice to the client, prior to the expiration
of the reply period, which the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw from employment; (2)
delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and
property (including funds) to which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any
replies that may be due and the time frame within which the client must respond,
pursuant to 37 CFR 10.40 (c).

The request was signed by Saul L. Zackson, on behalf of all attorneys of record who are
associated with Customer Number 95830.

All attorneys/agents associated with the Customer Number 95830 have been withdrawn.
Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the assignee at the address indicated below.

Currently, there is no outstanding Office action that requires a reply.



Application No. 12/582,987 Page 2

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-7751. All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

/Joan Olszewski/

Joan Olszewski

Petitions Examiner

Office of Petitions -

cc:  LIFE & LIGHT LIMITED.
15 POLAND STREET, 3P FL
LONDON W1F 8QE UK



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpLO.gov .

r. APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NOJ
12/582,995 10/21/2009 Norihiko Kato TMCF-11402/08 5704
25006 7590 11/08/2011 I Y— ]
GIFFORD, KRASS, SPRINKLE,ANDERSON & CITKOWSKI, P.C
PO BOX 7021 HOLWERDA, STEPHEN
TROY, MI 48007-70
’ 21 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER I
3664
| MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE I
11/08/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
NOV - § 2011 weyumtage:
GIFFORD, KRASS, SPRINKLE,
ANDERSON & CITKOWSKI, P.C
PO BOX 7021
TROY MI 48007-7021
In re application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Norihiko Kato : PARTICIPATE IN PATENT
Application No. 12/582,995 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Filed: October 21, 2009 : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM AND : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

VEHICLE INCLUDING THE SAME, : 37 CFR 1.102(a)
AND METHOD OF CONTROLLING
POWER SUPPLY SYSTEM

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH)
program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed August 25, 2011, to make the
above-identified application special.

The request and petition are GRANTED.

A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and pétition to make special
require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or
more applications filed in the JPO;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of the allowable/patentable claim(s) from the JPO
application(s) along with an English translation thereof and a statement that the English
translation is accurate; '

(3) All the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the JPO application(s);
(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of the latest Office action from each of the JPO
application(s) containing the allowable/patentable claim(s) along with an English
translation thereof and a statement that the English translation is accurate;

(6) Applicant must submit an IDS listing the documents cited by the JPO examiner in
the JPO Office action along with copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S.
patent application publications.



In light of the preliminary amendment filed August 25, 2011. The request to participate
in the PPH pilot program complies with the above requirements. Therefore, the above-
identified application has been accorded “special” status.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system.

The application is being forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits
- commensurate with this decision.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Mikado Buiz, Quality
Assurance Specialist, at (671) 272-6578.

[ Mikado Buiz /
Mikado Buiz,
Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 3600

MB/MB: 11/08/11



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED

SEP 172010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
XITIAODONG SUN YANG
11215 JADE SPRING
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78249
In re Application ‘of
Yang et al. :
Application No. 12/583,015 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 13, 2009
Attorney Docket No. None

This is a decision on the renewed petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
_ filed, August 23, 2010, to revive the above-identified application. '

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to file a complete reply in a timely manner to the
Notice to File Corrected Application Papers (Notice), mailed September 8, 2009. The Notice set a
period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on
November 9, 2009. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed May 21, 2010.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the reply
in the form of replacement claims, (2) the petition fee of $810, and (3) a proper statement of
unintentional delay.

This application file is being referred to the Office of Patent Appllcatlon Processing (OPAP) for
further pre-examination processing.

Telephone inquiries concefning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
6059. Telephone inquiries related to OPAP processing should be directed to their hotline at (271)
272-4000. ‘

e

Alicia Kelley
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
YW Uspio.qov
THOMAS A. BECK MAILED
6136 W. KIMBERLY WAY
GLENDALE AZ 85308-7627 JAN 07 2011
OFFICE OF PETITIQNS
In re Application of
Angelopoulos et al. :
Application No. 12/583,030 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 12, 2009
Attorney Docket No. YOR919960049BX

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed December 8, 2010, to revive
the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail
date of this decision. No further petition fee is required for the request. Extensions of time
under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted. The reconsideration request should include a cover letter
entitled “Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b).” This is not a final agency action within the
meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

The above-identified application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the

Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment mailed March 2, 2010. No extensions of time under the

Brovisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordinfly, the above-identified application
ecame abandoned on April 3, 2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on October 8, 2010.

A grantable petition ungier 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by:
1) the required reply,
§2§ the petition fee,
(3) astatement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply
until the filing of a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFE 1.137(b) was unintentional, and
(4) aterminal disclaimer and fee if the application was filed on or betore June 8, 1995 or if the
application is a design application.

Where there is a question as to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing a petition
under 37 CFR 1.137 was unintentional, the Commissioner may require additional information.

In a nonprovisional application abandoned for failure to prosecute, the required reply may be met by the filing of a
continuing application. In an application or patent, abandoned or lapsed for failure to pay the issue fee or any portion thereof, the
required reply must be the payment of the issue fee or any outstanding balance thereof.

2 See MPEP 711.03(c)(I11)(C) and (D).
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The instant petition does not lack any of the above listed items. However, the petition is not

signed.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail:

By hand:

By fax:

Mail Stop PETITIONS
Commissioner for Patents
Post Office Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Customer Window located at:

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office

Customer Service Window Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street

Alexandria, VA 22314

(571) 273-8300
ATTN: Office of Petitions

Any questions concerning this matter may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3206.

(Kanai ek

1ana Walsh .
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www,uspto.gov

THOMAS A. BECK
6136 W. KIMBERLY WAY
GLENDALE AZ 85308-7627

MAILED
FEB 28 2011
In re Application of OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Angelopoulos et al. :
Application No. 12/583,030 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 12, 2009
Attorney Docket No. YOR919960049BX

This is a decision on the renewed petition under 37 C.F.R. § 1.137(b), filed January 10, 2011, to
revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED. _ - - - — - — —— - ——

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that J)etitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of a Response to Restriction Requirement, including an election, (2) the
petition fee of $1620.00, and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

;’er(l)?hone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-

This matter is being referred to Technology Center AU 1762 for examination on the merits.

iana Walsh
Petitions Exammer
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office .
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS
P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
Www.uspto.gov

L APPLICATION NO. [ FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ] ATTORNEY DOCKET NO, J CONFIRMATION NO,
12/583,063 08/13/2009 Felix Fareed Grovit 7899
23722 7590 04/06/2011

EXAMINER
IRVING KESCHNER L
21535 HAWTHORNE BOULEVARD GUDORF, LAURA A
SUITE 385 . _
TORRANCE. CA 90503 I ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER
bl
2876
L MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE
04/06/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
' ) P.0O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

IRVING KESCHNER
21535 HAWTHORNE BOULEVARD
SUITE 385
TORRANCE CA 90503
- In re Application of ,

‘ Felix GROVIT : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No.: 12/583,063 : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Filed: 13 August 2009 " . : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No.: N/A : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: AUTHORIZATION SYSTEM : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

: 37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
filed 13 February 2011. -

The request and petition are DISMISSED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the UK IPO, note where the UK IPO application with similar claims is not
the same application from which the U.S. application claims priority that the applicant must
identify the relationship between the UK IPO application with similar claims and the UK IPO
priority application;

(2) Applicant must submit a copy of:
The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the UK IPO application(s);

(3) Applicant must:

a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended
to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the UK IPO
application(s); and

b. Submit a claims correspondence table;

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit:
A copy of all of the office actions from each of the UK IPO application(s) containing the
allowable/patentable claims that are the basis for the request or request that the USPTO
obtain a copy from the UK IPO. If the USPTO is not able to obtain a copy of all of the
office actions from the UK IPO, the applicant will be notified and requested to prov1de
the necessary documents.



(6) Applicant must submit:
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the UK IPO examiner in the UK IPO ofﬁce action
(unless already submitted in this application); and
b. Copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications (unless
already submitted in this application)

Conditions (1) and (4-5) above are considered to have been met. However, the request to

participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fails meet conditions (2), (3), and (6).

Regarding the requirement of condition (2), applicant has failed to submit a copy of the
allowable/patentable claims from the UK IPO application

Regarding the requirement of condition (3), applicant has failed to submit a proper claims
correspondence table. It is not readily apparent how 21 claims for the UK IPO application can
correspond to 19 claims in the US application. Since condition (2) has not been meet, it cannot
be determined if the claims sufficiently correspond.

Regarding the requirement of condition (6), applicant has failed to submit an IDS listing the
documents cited by the UK IPO examiner in the UK IPO office action.

Applicant is given ONE opportunity within a time period of ONE MONTH or THIRTY
DAYS, whichever is longer, from the mailing date of this decision to correct the deficiencies.
NO EXTENSION OF TIME UNDER 37 CFR 1.136 IS PERMITTED. If the deficiencies are
not corrected with the time period given, the application will await action in its regular turn.

Response must be filed via the Electronic Filing System (EFS) using the document description:
Petition to make special under Patent Pros Hwy. Any preliminary amendments and IDS
submitted with the PPH documents must be separately indexed as a preliminary amendment and
IDS, respectively. .

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Lee W. Young at 571-272-
4549.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the
PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html.

e w

Lee W. Youufg
TQAS Technology Center 2800 - Semiconductors,
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpto.gov

APPLICATION NO. l FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR ] ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/583,063 08/13/2009 Felix Fareed Grovit 7899
23722 7590 05/10/2011
. EXAMINER
IRVING KESCHNER I —I
21535 HAWTHORNE BOULEVARD GUDORF, LAURA A
SUITE 385 -
TORRANCE, CA 90503 [ AT | PapernuMBER |
2876
[ MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE 1
05/10/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication:

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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RNX UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

IRVING KESCHNER

21535 HAWTHORNE BOULEVARD
SUITE 385

TORRANCE CA 90503

In re Application of .

Felix GROVIT : DECISION ON REQUEST TO
Application No.: 12/583,063 : PARTICIPATE IN THE PATENT
Filed: 13 August 2009 : PROSECUTION HIGHWAY
Attorney Docket No.: N/A : PROGRAM AND PETITION
For: AUTHORIZATION SYSTEM : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

: 37 CFR 1.102(d)

This is a decision on the request to participate in the Patent Prosecution Highway (PPH) program
filed 13 February 2011 and renewed on 06 May 2011.

The request and petition are GRANTED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application must validly claim priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a) to one or more
applications filed in the UK IPO, note where the UK IPO application with similar claims is not
the same application from which the U.S. application claims priority that the applicant must
identify the relationship between the UK IPO application with similar claims and the UK [PO
priority application;

~ (2) Applicant must submit a copy of:
The allowable/patentable claim(s) from the UK IPO application(s);

(3) Applicant must:

a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application must sufficiently correspond or be amended
to sufficiently correspond to the allowable/patentable claim(s) in the UK IPO
application(s); and

b. Submit a claims correspondence table;

(4) Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;
(5) The required petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(h).
(6) Applicant must submit:
A copy of all of the office actions from each of the UK IPO application(s) containing the

allowable/patentable claims that are the basis for the request or request that the USPTO
obtain a copy from the UK IPO. If the USPTO is not able to obtain a copy of all of the



office actions from the UK IPO, the applicant will be notified and requested to provide
the necessary documents.

(7) Applicant must submit:
a. An IDS listing the documents cited by the UK IPO examiner in the UK IPO office action
(unless already submitted in this application); and
b. Copies of documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications (unless
already submitted in this application)

The request to participate in the PPH program and petition comply with the above requirements.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

This application will be forwarded to the examiner for action on the merits commensurate with
this decision once the formalities review has been completed.

Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Lee W. Young, Quality Assurance
Specialist, at (571) 272-4549.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the
PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html.

Lee W. :)/u.é?/

TQAS
Technology Center 2800 — Semiconductors
Electrical & Optical Systems & Components



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpto.gov

I APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR hTTORNEY DOCKET NO.l CONFIRMATION NO. |
12/583,078 08/13/2009 Paul A. Zimmerman SEMB:060US/10813071 5693
7590 12/23/2011 I EXAMINER 1

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI L.L.P.
98 SAN JACINTO BOULEVARD
SUITE 1100

AUSTIN, TX 78701-4255

KILIMAN, LESZEK B

| ART UNIT | I;APERNUMBER |

1788

INOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE ]
12/23/2011 ELECTRONIC

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF REQUEST
Notice of Allowance/Allowability Mailed

The request to print a color drawing reference as the first paragraph in the portion of the specification containing a
brief description of the drawings as required by 37 CFR 1.84 and MPEP § 608.02 has been received by the United
States Patent and Trademark Office and will be entered into the specification.

571-272-4200 or 1-888-786-0101
Application Assistance Unit
Office of Data Management

Page 1 of 1
FORM PTOM327-5 (Rev. 02/08) -



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www. uspto.gov

December 21, 2011

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI L.L.P.
98 SAN JACINTO BOULEVARD
SUITE 1100

AUSTIN TX 78701-4255

In re Application of :
Zimmerman, Paul A. et al : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/583,078 :

~ Filed: 08/13/2009 : ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR
Attorney Docket No. SEMB:060US/ : DRAWINGS
10813071

This is a decision on the Petition to Accept Color Drawings undef 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a) (2), received
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) August 13, 2009.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following.

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h),
~ 2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, or (1) set if filed via EFS, and
3. The specification contains appropriate language referring to the color drawings as the
first paragraph in that portion of the specification relating to the brief description of
the drawings.

The pétition was accompanied by all of the required fees and drawings. The specification
contains the appropriate language. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquires relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

/Diane Terry/

Quality Control Specialist
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

- www.uspto.gov

MAILED

DK SR o 2o10r
A
887 NE 100TH ST OFFCE OF PETITIONS

OCALA, FL 34479

In re Application of

Ted Lindsay :

Application No. 12/583,107 : ON PETITION
Filed: August 13, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No.: FL4903US/1

This is a decision in response to the communications filed March 21, 2011 and March 28, 2011,
which are being treated as a petition under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the
holding of abandonment in the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application was held abandoned for a failure to timely pay the issue fee on or before February 18,
2011, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed November 18, 2010. A Notice of
Abandonment was mailed on March 3, 2011.

Petitioner asserts that a reply was timely filed using a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 dated
February 18, 2011. To support this assertion, petitioner submitted, inter alia, a copy of the previously
mailed correspondence, including a transmittal letter and Part B — Fees(s) Transmittal, each bearing a
certificate of mailing dated February 18, 2011. Petitioner also submits a copy of the return postcard
which acknowledges receipt by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) on March 7, 2011 of
“Transmittal Form, Fee Transmittal (2 copies), Check No. 1068 in the amount of $1055 for the Issue
and Publication Fees.” In fact, the file record confirms that the originally submitted papers were
received on March 7, 2011.

Failure to receive correspondence which includes a certificate of mailing or certificate of facsimile
transmission is addressed in 37 CFR 1.8(b), reproduced below:

In the event that correspondence is considered timely filed by being mailed or
transmitted in accordance with paragraph (a) of this section, but not received in the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office after a reasonable amount of time has elapsed
from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence, or after the
application is held to be abandoned, or after the proceeding is dismissed, terminated,
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or decided with prejudice, the correspondence will be considered timely if the party
who forwarded such correspondence:

(1) Informs the Office of the previous mailing or transmission of the
correspondence promptly after becoming aware that the Office has no evidence of
receipt of the correspondence;

(2) Supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or transmitted
correspondence and certificate; and

(3) Includes a statement which attests on a personal knowledge basis or to the
satisfaction of the Director to the previous timely mailing or transmission. If the
correspondence was sent by facsimile transmission, a copy of the sending unit’s report
confirming transmission may be used to support this statement.

The petition satisfies the above requirements of 37 CFR 1.8(b). Accordingly, the holding of
abandonment for failure to timely file a reply to the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed
November 18, 2010, is hereby withdrawn and the application is restored to pending status.

The Notice of Abandonment mailed March 3, 2011 is hereby vacated.
The application is being referred to the Office of Data Management to be processed into a patent.
Telephone inquires related to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3204.
Telephone inquiries related to processing as a patent should be directed to (571) 272-4200.

/SDB/
Sherry D. Brinkley

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



Doc Code: PET.AUTO

Document Description: Petition automatically granted by EFS-Web

PTO/SB/83
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Department of Commerce

Electronic Petition Request

REQUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL AS ATTORNEY OR AGENT AND CHANGE OF
CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS

Application Number

12583169

Filing Date

13-Aug-2009

First Named Inventor

Kevin McLaughlin

Art Unit 1781
Examiner Name NIKKI DEES
Attorney Docket Number 09MCo1.1

Title

Silicone devices and methods for cooking with silicone devices

®

Please withdraw me as attorney or agent for the above identified patent application and
the practitioners of record associated with Customer Number: 28042

The reason(s) for this request are those described in 37 CFR:

10.40(c)(1)(iv)
10.40(c){1){vi)
10.40(c)(5)

Certifications

X

I/We have given reasonable notice to the client, pricr to the expiration of the response period, that the practitioner(s)

intend to withdraw from employment

X I/We have delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds)
to which the client is entitled

[X] 1/We have notified the client of any responses that may be due and the time frame within which the client must respond

Change the correspondence address and direct all future correspondence to the first named inventor or assignee that has
properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71:

Name Kevin McLaughlin
Address

411 24th Ave., Apt. #11
City San Francisco
State CA




Postal Code 94121

Country Us

| am authorized to sign on behalf of myself and all withdrawing practitioners.

Signature /Sharon Adams/

Name Sharon Adams

Registration Number 39584




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

Decision Date: December 21, 2011
DECISION ON REQUEST TO WITHDRAW AS

ATTORNEY/AGENTOF RECORD

In re Application of :

Kevin McLaughlin
ApplicationNo: 12583169
Filed : 13-Aug-2009
Attorney Docket No: 09MCO1.1

This is an electronic decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR § 1.36(b), filed December 21, 2011
The request is APPROVED.
The request was signed by ~ Sharon Adams (registration no. 39584 ) on behalf of all attorneys/agents

associated with Customer Number 28042 . All attorneys/agents associated with Cusotmer Number 28042 have

been withdrawn.

Since there are no remaining attorneys of record, all future communications from the Office will be directed to the first named
inventor or assignee that has properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71, with correspondence address:

Name Kevin McLaughlin
Name2

Address 1 411 24th Ave,, Apt. #11
Address 2

City San Francisco

State CA

Postal Code 94121
Country us

As a reminder, requester is required to inform the first named inventor or assignee that has properly made itself of record
pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71 of the electronically processed petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Patent Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197.

Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office

P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

September 27, 2011

ROPES & GRAY LLP

IPRM - Floor 43

PRUDENTIAL TOWER

800 BOYLSTON STREET

BOSTON MA 02199-3600

Re Application of

SEEHRA, JASBIR , ET Al

Application: 12/583177 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: 08/13/2009 : ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR

Attorney Docket No: PHPH-040-101 : DRAWINGS

This is a decision on the- Renewal of Petition to Accept Color Drawings under 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a)
(2), received in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) August 13, 2009.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following.

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h), -

2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, or (1) set if filed via EFS, and

3. The specification containing the following language as the first paragraph in that
portion of the specification relating to the brief description of the drawings.

“The file of this patent contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of
this patent with color drawing(s) will be provided by the Patent and Trademark
Office upon request and payment of the necessary fee.”

The petition was accompanied by all of the required fees and drawings. The specification
contains the appropriate language. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquires relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

/Bernadette Queen/

Quality Control Specialist
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

KENNETH D. BAUGH MAILED

2413 BLODGETT

HOUSTON, TX 77004 MAR 3 12011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Glenn Smith :

Application No. 12/583,198 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 17, 2009
For:  WHEEL WINCH

This is a decision on the petition, filed February 11, 2011, to revive the above-identified application
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b).

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed September 2, 2009. The Notice set a
period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extension of time under the
provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) was obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on
November 3, 2009. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on May 18, 2010. On February 11, 2011,
the present petition was filed.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the reply
in the form of payment of the excess claim fees of $338; (2) the petition fee of $810; and (3) an
adequate statement of unintentional delay'.

37 CFR 1.137(d) requires that any petition to revive in either a utility or plant application filed before
June 8, 1995, be accompanied by a terminal disclaimer and fee as set forth in § 1.321. Since this
application is filed affer June 8, 1995, no terminal disclaimer and fee are required. Accordingly, the
terminal disclaimer filed February 11, 2011 is not accepted and petitioner is entitled to a refund of the
$70 fee paid therefor.

Any request for refund must included a copy of this decision and be mailed to Mail Stop 16, Director
of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, P. O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 or faxed to
the Customer Service Help Desk at (571) 273-6500.

The application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing (OPAP) for further
processing.

137 CFR 1.137(b)(3) requires a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a grantable
petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. Although the statement contained in the petition varies from the language required by 37 CFR
1.137(b)(3), the statement will be construed as the statement required by 37 CFR 1.137(b)(3). Petitioner must notify the Office if this is not a correct
interpretation of the statement contained in the instant petition.
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Telephone inquires related to this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-3204.
Telephone inquiries related to processing at OPAP should be directed to their hotline at (571) 272-4000.

/SDB/

Sherry D. Brinkley
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.uspio.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. l CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/583,209 08/13/2009 Philip J. Bromley 33312.05717.US03/ 5717 3661
13565 7590 08/02/2011 :
. EXAMINER
McKenna Long & Aldridge LLP l I
4435 Eastgate Mall GOTFREDSON, GAREN
Suite 400
San Diego, CA 92121 | ArTuwi [ parernumsEr |
1619
: I MAIL DATE ] DELIVERY MODE |
08/02/2011 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

. The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication._ . . = . _

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



%\ UNITED STATES PATENT AND

TRADEMARK OFFICE
Commissioner for Patents
' United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
AUG 02 20" _ Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
McKenna Long & Aldridge LLP WWw.uspto.gov
4435 Eastgate Mall -
Suite 400
San Diego CA 92121
In re Application of:
Bromley et al.
Serial No.: 12/583,209
Filed: August 13, 2009 : .
Attorney Docket No: 33312.05717.US03/ . PETITION DECISION

5717

This is in response to the petition filed on July 7, 2011 under 3 7 CFR 1.181 to correct the
misclassification of submitted Information Disclosure Statements. Specifically, applicants
request correction of the classification in PAIR of the Information Disclosure Statements
submitted on December 1, 2009 and January 14, 2011 in connection with the above-referenced
application and consideration by the Examiner of the documents and information contained
therein.

Applicants argue the “Information Disclosure Statements were submitted in connection with the
above-captioned application on December 1, 2009 and January 14, 2011. Each Information
Disclosure Statement was prepared in accordance with 37 C.F.R 1.97 and 1.98. As required
under 37 C.F.R 1.98, each Information Disclosure Statement contained 1) a list of all patents,
publications, applications, or other information submitted for consideration by the Office,
including a column that provides a space next to each document to be considered, for the
examiner's initials and a heading that clearly indicates that the list is an Information Disclosure
Statement; and 2) legible copies of all items listed. The items either were in English or a
translation was provided. A copy of the misclassified Information Disclosure Statements filed on
December 1, 2009 and January 14, 2011 is attached.

The submitted Information Disclosure Statement included a tabular Form PTO-1449,

which was classified as an "IDS," and a written disclosure of information. In each instance, the
written disclosure of information was misclassified in PAIR as a "Transmittal Letter" December
1, 2009, "Transmittal Letter" of 2 pages and January 14, 2011, "Transmittal Letter" of 2 pages).



Consequently, the information contained therein may not be considered or reviewed by the
Examiner.”

Applicants’ argument has been accorded careful consideration and is persuasive. PAIR will be
corrected to reflect the misclassification of the submitted Information Disclosure Statements of
December 1, 2009 and January 14, 2011. :

DECISION

The petition is GRANTED.

The examiner is instructed to consider the IDS of December 1, 2009 and January 14, 2011 which
was misclassified in PAIR as a "Transmittal Letter" December 1, 2009, "Transmittal Letter" of 2
pages and January 14, 2011, "Transmittal Letter" of 2 pages).

Should there be any questions about this decision please contact Marianne C. Seidel, by letter
addressed to Director, TC 1600, at the address listed above, or by telephone at 571-272-0584 or
by facsimile sent to the general Office facsimile number, 571-273-8300.

/MC Seidel/
Marianne C. Seidel, Quality Assurance Specialist
Technology Center 1600



Doc Code: PET.GREEN

Document Description: Petition for Green Tech Pilot PTO/SB/420 (11-10)

Approved for use through 01/31/2011. OMB 0651-0062
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM

Attorney Docket Application Number

Number: EE020 (If known): 1 2/583,297 F|||ng date: 08-18-2009
First Named
Inventor:  BENJAMIN SMITH

Title: METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR DISTRIBUTED ENERGY GENERATOR MESSAGE AGGREGATION

APPLICANT HEREBY REQUESTS TO PARTICIPATE IN THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY PILOT PROGRAM FOR
THE ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION. See Instruction Sheet on page 2.

This petition must be timely filed electronically using the USPTO electronic filing system, EFS-Web.
1. By filing this petition:

Applicant is requesting early publication: Applicant hereby requests early publication under
37 CFR 1.219 and the publication fee set forth in 37 CFR 1. 18(d) accompanies this request.

2. By filing this petition: applicant is agreeing to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview and
elect an invention that meets the eligibility requirements for the Green Technology Pilot Program, if the Office
determines that the claims are not obviously directed to a single invention. See Instruction Sheet.

3.

This request is accompanied by statements of special status for the eligibility requirement.

4. The application contains no more than three (3) independent claims and twenty (20) total claims.

5. The application does not contain any multiple dependent claims.

6. Other attachments: STATEMENTS OF SPECIAL STATUS

Signature /RAYMOND R. MOSER, JR./ Date NOVEMBER 19,2010
Name RAYMOND R. MOSER, JR. . . 34682
(Print/Typed) Registration Number 2™

Note: Signatures of all the inventors or assignees of record of the entire interest or their representative(s) are required in accordance with 3
CFR 1.33 and 11.18. Please see 37 CFR 1.4(d) for the form of the signature. If necessary, submit multiple forms for more than one signature
see below™.

*Total of ! forms are submitted.

The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35
U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 12 hours to complete, including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed
application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or
suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450.

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PT0O-9199 and select option 2.



PTO/SB/420 (11-10)
Approved for use through 01/31/2011. OMB 0651-0062
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

Instruction Sheet for
Petition to Make Special Under the Green Technology Pilot Program
(Not to be Submitted to the USPTO)

The following is a summary of the requirements (for more information see the notices (i) “Pilot
Program for Green Technologies Including Greenhouse Gas Reduction,” (ii)} “Elimination of
Classification Requirement in the Green Technology Pilot Program,” and (iii) “Expansion and
Extension of the Green Technology Pilot Program,” available on the USPTO web site at http://
www.uspto.gov/patents/init_events/green_tech.jsp):

1) The application must be a non-reissue, non-provisional utility application filed under 35 U.S.C. 111
(a), or an international application that has entered the national stage in compliance with 35 U.S.C.
371, irrespective of the filing date of the application. Reexamination proceedings are excluded from
this pilot program.

2)  The application must contain three or fewer independent claims and twenty or fewer total claims.
The application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. For an application that contains
more than three independent claims or twenty total claims, or multiple dependent claims, applicant
must file a preliminary amendment in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121 to cancel the excess claims
and/or the multiple dependent claims at the time the petition to make special is filed.

3) The claims must be directed to a single invention that materially enhances the quality of the
environment, or that materially contributes to: (1) the discovery or development of renewable
energy resources; (2) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy resources; or (3)
green house gas emission reduction (see the eligibility requirements of sections Il and Il of the
notice (i) cited above). The petition must include a statement that, if the USPTO determines that the
claims are directed to multiple inventions (e.g., in a restriction requirement), applicant will agree to
make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview, and elect an invention that meets the
eligibility requirements in section Il or Il of the notice (i) cited above.

4) The petition to make special must be timely filed electronically using the USPTO electronic filing
system, EFS-Web, and selecting the document description of “Petition for Green Tech Pilot” on the
EFS-Web screen. Applicant should use form PTO/SB/420, which is available as a Portable
Document Format (PDF) fillable form in EFS-Web and on the USPTO Web site.

5) The petition to make special must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office action
(which may be an Office action containing only a restriction requirement) appears in the Patent
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Applicant may check the status of the application
using PAIR.

6) The petition to make special must be accompanied by a request for early publication in compliance
with 37 CFR 1.219 and the publication fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).

Page 2



Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of
the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b}(2); (2)
furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or
patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the
application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

Page 3

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of records may
be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these records is required by the
Freedom of Information Act.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting evidence
to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the course of
settlement negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting a
request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested assistance from
the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having
need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to comply
with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for purposes
of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42 U.S.C.
218(c)).

A réc)chd from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General
Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's
responsibility to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under authority of
44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA regulations governing

inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (i.e., GSA or Commerce) directive. Such
disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either publication of
the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 151. Further, a
record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the public if the record
was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were terminated and which
application is referenced by either a published application, an application open to public inspection or an issued
atent.

R record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

RAYMOND R. MOSER JR., ESQ.
MOSER IP LAW GROUP

1030 BROAD STREET

SUITE 203

SHREWSBURY NIJ 07702

In re Application of :
SMITH, Benjamin et al. : DECISION ON PETITION

Application No. 12/583,297 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Filed: August 18, 2009 : : THE GREEN TECHNOLOGY
For: METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR : PILOT PROGRAM
DISTRIBUTED ENERGY GENERATOR

MESSAGE AGGREGATION

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed November 19, 2010, to make the
above-identified application special under the pilot program for applications pertaining to Green
Technologies as set forth in 74 Federal Register Notice 64666 (December 8, 2009) and amended
by 75 Federal Register Notice 28554 (May 21, 2010) and 75 Federal Register Notice 69049
(November 10, 2010).

The petition is DISMISSED.

'If reconsideration of this decision is desired, a petition for reconsideration must be filed within
ONE (1) MONTH OR THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mail date of this decision, whichever is
longer. No extension of this time limit can be granted under 37 CFR 1.136(a) or (b). The
petition for reconsideration should include an exhaustive attempt to provide the lacking item(s)
noted below, since, after a decision on the petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration
or review of the matter will be undertaken by the Director.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 64666 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed under 35 USC
111(a) or be a national stage entry under 35 USC 371, exclusive of any reissue applications.

In order to qualify for special status, the following requirements must be met. 1) The application
must have no more than 3 independent claims and no more than 20 total claims. 2) The



Application No. 12/583297 Page 2

application must not contain any multiple dependent claims. 3) The petition must state the basis
for seeking special status, i.e., the claimed invention either: A) materially enhances the quality of
the environment or B) materially contributes to: i) the discovery or development of renewable
energy resources, ii) the more efficient utilization and conservation of energy resources, or iii)
greenhouse gas emission reduction. 4) If the disclosure is not clear on its face that the claimed
invention materially contributes under category (A) or (B), the petition must be accompanied by
a statement by the applicant, assignee, or an attorney/agent registered to practice before the
Office explaining how the materiality standard is met., 5) A statement that applicant will agree to
make an election without traverse in a telephgnic - mterwew if a restriction requirement is made
by the examiner. 6) The petition to make special must be filed electronically. 7) The petition
must be filed at least one day prior to the date that a first Office Action appears in the Patent
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. 8) The petition must be accompanied by a
request for early publication in compliance with 37 CFR 1.219 and include the publication fee as
set forth in 37 CFR 1.18(d).

The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Green Technologies has been waived.

The petition lacks item(s) 3 and 4 above for the ’”:r'édso'rfls':'exp;lained in more detail below.

Section II of the Pilot Program for Green Technologies as set forth in 74 Federal Register Notice
64666, specifies that “materiality standard does not permit an applicant to speculate as to how a
hypothetical end-user might specially apply the invention in a manner that could materially
enhance the quality of the environment. Nor dies such standard permit an applicant to enjoy the
benefit of advanced examination merely because some minor aspect of the claimed invention
may enhance the quality of the environment.” This exclusion applies to applicant’s petition
since the clalmed invention is directed to a method, medium and system for “aggregating
messages.” Merely reciting that the * messages [arej,related to operation of a distributed energy
generator” is insufficient to show that the clalmed invention “materially contributes to the
development of renewable energy resources.” Furthermore, in the Statement of Materiality
Standard, . petitioner states that “[s]uch processing of DEG information enables more efficient
real-time monitoring and long term analysis of the DEG and its operation, for example, by
allowing an operator to focus on and address a single root cause ‘event or condition that may
trigger a large volume of messages of the same type occurring at nearly the same time. As such,
a DEG may be more efficiently operated (emphasis added).” This statement clearly suggests that
it is the behavior or action of the “hypothetical end-user [who] might specially apply the
_invention in a manner that could materially enhance the quality of the environment.” Other
words, the claimed invention of “aggregating, messages > itself cannot “materially enhance the
quality of the environment.” Accordingly, the petmon is properly dlsmlssed

Any reconsideration of this decision should be submitted through the USPTO electronic filing
system, EFS-Web, and selecting the document description of “Petition for Green Tech Pilot” on
the EFS-Web screen.
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Any inquiry regarding this decision should be directed to Eddie C. Lee at (571) 272 - 1732.

|Etttie O Loel RO

Eddie C. Lee
Quality Assurance Specialist, TC 2100



Doc Code: PPH.PCT.652
Document Description: Petition to make special under PCT-Patent Pros Hwy PTO/SBI20PCT-KR (06-10)
Approved for use through 01/31/2012. OMB 0651-0058
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office; U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid OMB control number.

REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PATENT COOPERATION TREATY - PATENT PROSECUTION
HiIGHWAY (PCT-PPH) PiLOT PROGRAM BETWEEN THE KOREAN INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
OFFICE (KIPO) AND THE USPTO

Application No: 12/583,297 Filing date: | Aygust 18, 2009

First Named Inventor: Benjamin Smith

Title of th
imvention. METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR DISTRIBUTED ENERGY GENERATOR MESSAGE AGGREGATION

THIS REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PILOT PROGRAM ALONG WITH THE REQUIRED DOCUMENTS MUST BE
SUBMITTED VIA EFS-WEB. INFORMATION REGARDING EFS-WEB IS AVAILABLE AT
HTTP://WWW.USPTO.GOV/EBC/EFS_HELP.HTML

APPLICANT HEREBY REQUESTS PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PROGRAM AND PETITIONS TO MAKE THE
ABOVE-IDENTIFIED APPLICATION SPECIAL UNDER THE PCT-PPH PROGRAM.

The above-identified application is (1) a national stage entry of the corresponding PCT application, or (2) a national stage entry
of another PCT application which claims priority to the corresponding PCT application, or (3) a national application that claims
domestic/ foreign priority to the corresponding PCT application, or (4) a national application which forms the basis for the
priority claim in the corresponding PCT application, or (5) a continuing application of a U.S. application that satisfies one of (1)
to (4) above, or (6) a U.S. application that claims domestic benefit to a U.S. provisional application which forms the basis for
the priority claim in the corresponding PCT application.

The corresponding PCT PCT/US2010/045732

application nhumber(s) is/are:

The international filing date of the corresponding
PCT application(s) is/are:

August 17, 2010

l. List of Required Documents:
a. A copy of the latest international work product (WO/ISA, WO/IPEA, or IPER) in the above—identified

corresponding PCT application(s)
Is attached.

Is not attached because the document is already in the U.S. application.

b. A copy of all claims which were indicated as having novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability in the
above-identified corresponding PCT application(s).

|:| Is attached.

Is not attached because the document is already in the U.S. application.

€. English translations of the documents in a. and b. above are attached (if the documents are not in the English
language). A statement that the English translation is accurate is attached for the document in b. above.

[Page 1 of 2]
This collection of information is required by 35 U.S.C. 119, 37 CFR 1.55, and 37 CFR 1.102(d). The information is required to obtain or retain a benefit by the public, which is to file (and by
the USPTO to process) an application. Confidentiality is governed by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.11 and 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 2 hours to complete, including gathering,
preparing, and submitting the completed application form to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments on the amount of time you require to complete this
form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450,
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS.
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Approved for use through 01/31/2012. OMB 0651-0058
U.S.Patent and Trademark Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
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REQUEST FOR PARTICIPATION IN THE PCT-PPH PILOT PROGRAM
BeTweEEN THE KIPO AND THE USPTO

(continued)

Application No.: 12/583.297

First Named Inventor: Benjamin Smith

d. (1) An information disclosure statement listing the documents cited in the international work products (ISR,
WOI/ISA, WO/IPEA, IPER) of the corresponding PCT application.

Is attached

Has already been filed in the above-identified U.S. application on

(2) Copies of all documents (except) for U.S. patents or U.S. patent application publications)

I:I Are attached.

Have already been filed in the above-identified U.S. application on

June 16, 2011

June 16, 2011

Il. Claims Correspondence Table:

Claims in US Application

Patentable Claims
in the corresponding
PCT Application

Explanation regarding the correspondence

1-20

1-20

Claims are no different

lll. All the claims in the US application sufficiently correspond to the patentable claims in the

corresponding PCT application.

sgnawre  /R@YMond R. Moser, Jr./

Date August 1, 2011

z\lParm?/Typed) Raymond R MOSGF, Jr Registration Number 345682

[Page 2 of 2]



Privacy Act Statement

The Privacy Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-579) requires that you be given certain information in connection with your
submission of the attached form related to a patent application or patent. Accordingly, pursuant to the requirements of
the Act, please be advised that: (1) the general authority for the collection of this information is 35 U.S.C. 2(b)(2); (2)
furnishing of the information solicited is voluntary; and (3) the principal purpose for which the information is used by the
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office is to process and/or examine your submission related to a patent application or
patent. If you do not furnish the requested information, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office may not be able to
process and/or examine your submission, which may result in termination of proceedings or abandonment of the
application or expiration of the patent.

The information provided by you in this form will be subject to the following routine uses:

1.

The information on this form will be treated confidentially to the extent allowed under the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the Privacy Act (5 U.S.C 552a). Records from this system of records
may be disclosed to the Department of Justice to determine whether disclosure of these records is required
by the Freedom of Information Act.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, in the course of presenting
evidence to a court, magistrate, or administrative tribunal, including disclosures to opposing counsel in the
course of settlement negotiations.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Member of Congress submitting
a request involving an individual, to whom the record pertains, when the individual has requested
assistance from the Member with respect to the subject matter of the record.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a contractor of the Agency having
need for the information in order to perform a contract. Recipients of information shall be required to
comply with the requirements of the Privacy Act of 1974, as amended, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552a(m).

A record related to an International Application filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty in this system of
records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the International Bureau of the World Intellectual Property
Organization, pursuant to the Patent Cooperation Treaty.

A record in this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to another federal agency for
purposes of National Security review (35 U.S.C. 181) and for review pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act (42
U.S.C. 218(c)).

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the Administrator, General
Services, or his/her designee, during an inspection of records conducted by GSA as part of that agency's
responsibility to recommend improvements in records management practices and programs, under
authority of 44 U.S.C. 2904 and 2906. Such disclosure shall be made in accordance with the GSA
regulations governing inspection of records for this purpose, and any other relevant (  i.e., GSA or
Commerce) directive. Such disclosure shall not be used to make determinations about individuals.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to the public after either
publication of the application pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 122(b) or issuance of a patent pursuant to 35 U.S.C.
151. Further, a record may be disclosed, subject to the limitations of 37 CFR 1.14, as a routine use, to the
public if the record was filed in an application which became abandoned or in which the proceedings were
terminated and which application is referenced by either a published application, an application open to
public inspection or an issued patent.

A record from this system of records may be disclosed, as a routine use, to a Federal, State, or local law
enforcement agency, if the USPTO becomes aware of a violation or potential violation of law or regulation.
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov
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In re Application of: SMITH et al.

Application No. 12/583,297 DECISION ON REQUEST TO

Atty Docket #: EE020 PARTICIPATE IN PATENT

Filed: August 18, 2009 PROSECUTION HIGHWAY PROGRAM
For: METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR AND PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL
DISTRIBUTED ENERGY GENERATOR UNDER 37 CFR 1.102(a)

MESSAGE AGGREGATION

This is a decision on the request to participate in the PCT-Patent Prosecution Highway (PCT-
PPH) pilot program and the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(a), filed August 1, 2011 to make the
above- identified application special.

The petition is DENIED.
A grantable request to participate in the PPH program and petition to make special require:

(1) The U.S. application is
(a) a national stage entry of the corresponding PCT application

Or
(b) a national application which forms the basis for the priority claim in the
corresponding PCT application
Or
(c) a national stage entry of another PCT application (which can be filed in any
competent receiving office) which claims priority to the corresponding PCT
application
Or
(d) a national application claiming foreign domestic priority to the corresponding PCT
application.
Applications subject to a secrecy order (35U.S.C.181) are excluded and not subject
to participation in the PCT-PPH pilot program.
Or

(e) a continuing application (continuation, divisional, or continuation-in-part) of the
U.S. application which satisfies one of the above (a) to (d) scenarios.
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Decision on Petition

(2) The latest work product in the international phase of the PCT application corresponding to the U.S.
application, namely the WO/ISA, or the WO/IPEA, or the IPER, indicates at least one claim in the PCT
application has novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability. In case any observation is described
in Box VIII of the WO/ISA, or the WO/IPEA, or the IPER which forms the basis for the PCT-PPH
request, applicant must identify and explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to any observation
described in Box VIII irrespective of whether an amendment is submitted to correct the observation
described in Box VIII. The U.S. application will not be eligible to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot
program if applicant does not identify and explain why the claim(s) is/are not subject to the observation
described in Box VIII.

Applicant may not file a request to participate in the PCT-PPH pilot program on the basis of an
International Search Report (ISR) only.

(3) Applicant must:
a. Ensure all the claims in the U.S. application sufficiently correspond or be amended to
sufficiently correspond to one or more of those claims indicated as having novelty,
inventive step and industrial applicability and free of any observation described in Box
VIII in the latest work product of the corresponding PCT application and

b. Submit a claims correspondence table in English;

The USPTO will accept claims written in dependent form in the U.S. application which are
narrower in scope than the claims indicated as having novelty, inventive step and industrial
applicability and free of any observation described in Box VIII in the latest work product of the
corresponding PCT application.

(4) Substantive Examination of the U.S. application has not begun;

(5) Applicant must submit a copy of:

a. the latest international work product, WO/ISA, or WO/IPEA or PER, which indicated
that the claim(s) has/have novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability along with
an English translation thereof if the copy of the latest international work product is not
in the English language, unless the U.S. application and the corresponding PCT
application satisfy the relationship noted in (1 )(a) above.

(6) Applicant must submit a copy of:
a. the claims from the corresponding PCT application which were indicated as having novelty,
inventive step and industrial applicability in the latest work product of the PCT application,
b. an English translation of the claims and '
c. a statement that the English translation is accurate.

If the claims in the U.S. application are identical to the claims from the corresponding PCT application,
and are in the English language, applicant may just indicate such in the PCT-PPH request and it will
not be necessary for applicant to submit a copy of the claims from the corresponding PCT application.



Application SN 12/583,297
Decision on Petition

(7) Applicant must submit:

a. An IDS listing the documents cited in the work products in the international phase of the PCT
application corresponding to the U.S. application, namely the WO/ISA, or the WO/IPEA, or
the IPER,(unless already submitted in this application)

b. Copies of the documents except U.S. patents or U.S. patent application
publications (unless already submitted in this application);

The request to participate in the PPH pilot program and petition fail to comply with the
requirements in that a Notice of Allowance was mailed on 9/1/2011 in this case.

Accordingly the Petition is DENIED.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Mano Padmanabhan at 571-
272-4210.

All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of the application is accessible in the
PAIR system at http://www.uspto.gov/ebc/index.html.

/Mano Padmanabhan/

Mano Padmanabhan
Quality Assurance Specialist, Technology Center 2100, Workgroup 2180
571-272-4210
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
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Muncy, Geissler, Olds & Lowe, PLLC

4000 Legato Road | MA".ED

Suite 310

FAIRFAX VA 22033 FEB Q 2 2012
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Kuo et al. .

Application No. 12/583,301 : ON PETITION

Filed: 08/18/2009
Attorney Docket Number: 0698/0497PUS1

ThisAis a decision on the Petition Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.84(a)(2) to Accept Color Drawings and/or
Photographs, filed in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) on August 18,
2009. :

The petition is DISMISSED.
Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.

The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled, "Renewed Petition under 37
CFR 1.84(a)(2)". No further petition fee is required for a renewed petition.

37 CFR 1.84(a)(2) states that the Office will accept color drawings only after granting a petition
explaining why color drawings are necessary. The petition must include:

@) The fee set forph in 1.17(h);
(ii)  Three (3) sets of color drawings;'
(ili)  Anamendment to the specification to insert (unless the specification contains or

has been previously amended to contain) the following language as the first paragraph of
the brief description of the drawings:

! The requirement for three (3) sets of color drawings is not applicable to color drawings
submitted via EFS-Web. Therefore, only one set of color drawings is necessary when filing via
EFS-Web. See MPEP 502.05(VIII)(C).
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The patent or application file contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of
this patent or patent application publication with color drawing(s) will be provided by the
Office upon request and payment of the necessary fee.

In addition, MPEP 608.02 states that a petition to accept color drawings will only be granted
where the Office “has determined that a color drawings or photograph is the only practical
medium by which to disclose in a printed utility patent the subject matter to be patented.”

The Office has determined, however, that color drawings or photographs are not the only

practical medium by which to disclose in a printed utility patent the subject matter to be -
patented. As color drawings or photographs are not necessary for an understanding of the
invention, the petition is dismissed.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop Petitions
Commissioner for Patents
PO Box 1450
Alexandria VA 22313-1450

By FAX: ' 571-273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

A reply may also be filed via EFS-Web.
The application is being forwarded to Group Art Unit 2871.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571)272-
3231.

Pbat,

Douglas I. Wood
Senior Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

MAILED
DOCKET CLERK .

P.O. DRAWER 800889 FEB 2:8.2012

DALLAS TX 75380 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Akihiro Maruyama :

Application No. 12/583,308 : ON PETITION
Filed: 08/18/2009 :

Attorney Docket No.

P16862-US (SAMSO05- 16862)

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.84(a)(2) for acceptance of color drawings,
filed in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) on August 18, 2009.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled, "Renewed Petition under 37
CFR 1.84(a)(2)". No further petition fee is required for a renewed petition.

37 CFR 1.84(a)(2) states that the Office will accept color drawings only after granting a petition
explaining why color drawings are necessary. The petition must include:

1) The fee set forth in 1.17(h);

(i)  Three (3) sets of color drawings;'

(iif)  Anamendment to the specification to insert (unless the specification contains or
has been previously amended to contain) the followmg language as the first paragraph of
the brief description of the drawings:

The patent or application file contains at least one drawing executed in color. Copies of

this patent or patent application publication with color drawing(s) will be provided by the
Office upon request and payment of the necessary fee.

' The requirement for three (3) sets of color drawings is not applicable to color drawings
submitted via EFS-Web. Therefore, only one set of color drawings is necessary when filing via
EFS-Web. See MPEP 502.05(VIIT)(C).
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In addition, MPEP 608.02 states that a petition to accept color drawings will only be granted
where the Office “has determined that a color drawings or photograph is the only practical
medium by which to disclose in a printed utility patent the subject matter to be patented.”

The Office has determined, however, that color drawings or photographs are not the only -
practical medium by which to disclose in a printed utility patent the subject matter to be
patented. As such, color drawings or photographs are not necessary for an understanding of the
invention sought to be patented. The petition is therefore dismissed.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:
By mail: Mail Stop Petitions

Commissioner for Patents

PO Box 1450

Alexandria VA 22313-1450

By FAX: 571-273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

A reply may also be filed via EFS-Web.
The application is being forwarded to Group Art Unit 2821.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to Senior Petitions Attorney
Douglas I. Wood at (571)272-3231.

ose’ G. Dees
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

KEVIN MCDERMOTT

110 OYSTER PLACE MAILED
ROCKLEDGE FL 32955 '
JAN 132012

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
MCDERMOTT : ~
Application No. 12/583,418 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: August 20, 2009 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER
Attorney Docket No. , : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed November 30, 2011, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
_is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statement by applicant. Accordingly, the above-identified application has
been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-6735.

All other inquiries con.cerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center at (571) 272-2600.

The application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 2612 for action on the merits
commensurate with this decision. :

/Diane Goodwyn/
Diane Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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LAW OFFICE OF ALICIA PORTER
P.0. Box 241741 MAILED

Anchorage AK 99707

JAN 102011
. OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
Noelle McCullough , :
Application No. 12/583,458 : ON PETITION

Filed: October 25, 2008
Attorney Docket No. 000068366

This is a decision on the petition filed October 25, 2010 under the unintentional
provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed January 22, 2010, which set a shortened statutory period for reply of three (3)
months. No extensions of time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained.
Accordingly, the application became abandoned on April 23, 2010. A Notice of Abandonment
was mailed on August 17, 2010.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of an amendment, (2) the petition fee of $810 and (3) a proper statement of
unintentional delay. Accordingly, the amendment is accepted as being unintentionally delayed.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Kimberly Inabinet at (571)
272-4618.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 3765 for appropriate action by the
Examiner in the normal course of business on the reply received October 25, 2010.

/Kimberly Inabinet/

Kimberly Inabinet
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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FRANCIS LAW GROUP
1942 EMABARCADERO : ;
OAKLAND CA 94606. MA| LED
0CT 22 2010

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Gholam PEYMAN, et al :
Application No. 12/583,466 _ : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: August 21, 2009 D TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. EP-02-002 ‘ : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

" This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed September 27, 2010, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statement made by registered attorney Ralph C. Francis, which will be
treated as the result of the attorney having evidence that at least one of the applicants is 65 years of age or
more. In the event that such evidence is not with the attorney, the Office should be notified immediately.
Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at (571) 272-6735.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center at (571) 272-2800.

~ The application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 2857 for action on the merits
commensurate with this decision.

/DCG/

Diane C. Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450
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JOHN YENKAI PUN
USPS

P.0. BOX 1747 MAILED

COOS BAY OR 97420

AUG 2 4 2010
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
John Yenkai Pun :
Application No. 12/583,497 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: August 20, 2009

Title: Desiccant Based Absorption
Dehumidifier, Desiccant Regenerator And -
Methods

This is a decision on the renewed petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR
1.137(b), filed August 9, 2010 to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to
File Corrected Application Papers (Notice) mailed September 15, 2009. The Notice set a
period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of
time under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the
application became abandoned on November 16, 2009. A Notice of Abandonment was
mailed May 26, 2010.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied
(1) Replacement claims, (2) the petition fee of $810.00, and (3) a proper statement of
unintentional delay.

Further, the address given on the petition differs from the new address of record. A
courtesy copy of this decision is being mailed to the address given on the petition;
however, the Office will mail all future correspondence solely to the address of record.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
(571) 272-7751. - -
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This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for
further processing in accordance with this decision on petition.

o Gl

Joan Olszewski
Petition Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: John Yenkai Pun
92955 Hill Grade Drive
Coos Bay, Oregon 97420
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r APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE I FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. | CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/583,506 08/20/2009 Harald Langer 584212008501 7655
25225 7590 09/21/2011 y
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP L EXAMINER |
12531 HIGH BLUFF DRIVE CHIU, THANG K
SUITE 100 ,
SAN DIEGO, CA 92130-2040 | ARTUNIT | PAPER NUMBER ]

1654

r NOTIFICATION DATE ] DELIVERY MODE I

09/21/2011 ELECTRONIC

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.
The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

Notice -of the Office communication was sent electronically on above-indicated "Notification Date" to the
following e-mail address(es): '
EOfficeSD@mofo.com

PatentDocket@mofo.com
Drcaldwell@mofo.com

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

25225
In re Application of: Harald Langer et al
Serial Number: 12/583,506
Filed: "August 20, 2009 :
Attorney Docket: 584212008501 : DECISION ON PETITION
For: Bispecific Fusion Protein Having Therapeutic
And Diagnostic Potential

This is in response to applicant’s petition to accept color drawings/photographs filed on
August 20, 2009.

All requirements under 37 CFR 1.84(a)(2) are met. Accordingly, petition is Granted.

Petition GRANTED.

/Cecilia J.Tsang/
Cecilia J. Tsang
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art nit 1654



1 hereby certify that this paper s being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service as
Express Mail, Airbill No. EV 881236880 US, on the date shown below in an
envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria,
VA 22313-1450.

Dated: August 20,2009 Signature: PATENT
. ica Ann Conen) Docket No.: 584212008501

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

In re Patent Application of:

Harald LANGER et al.
Application No.: Not Yet Assigned Confirmation No.: Not Yet Assigned
Filed: Concurrently Herewith ' Art Unit: Not Yet Assigned
For: BISPECIFIC FUSION PROTEIN HAVING Examiner: Not Yet Assigned
THERAPEUTIC AND DIAGNOSTIC
POTENTIAL

PETITION UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.84(A)(2) TO ACCEPT COLOR DRAWINGS

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

Applicants hereby petition under 37 CFR §1.84(a)(2) that the attached 10 sheets of color
drawings (Figures 1-3), submitted in triplicate, be accepted in the above-referenced application.

The required fee of $130.00 is submitted herewith.

The subject matter of the invention relates to l?ispeciﬁc fusion protein and methods for
using it. The color drawings in Figures 1-3 are necessary to accurately and clearly depict the
subject matter sought to be patented.

Enclosed are three (3) sets of the color drawings. In addition, a reference to the color
drawings is included in the specification on page 11 as the first paragraph of the brief description of

the drawings.

08/24/2009 HDESTA1 00000044 031952 12583506

05 FC:1464

130.00 DA

sd-486456
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.uspto.gov

MAILED

ROBERT L. RISPOLI

PRECISION COMBUSTION, INC. JAN 182011
410 SACKETT POINT ROAD
NORTH HAVEN CT 06473 OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

William C. Pfefferle :

Application No. 12/583,508 : ON PETITION
Filed: August 20, 2009

Attorney Docket No. MOI 323

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed December 3, 2010, to
make the above-identified application spec1al based on applicant’s age as set forth in
M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP
§ 708.02, Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at
least one of the applicants is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a
statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statement (PTO/SB/130 form) by the applicaht s attorney
that applicant is 65 years of age. Accordingly, the above-identified apphcatlon has been
'accorded ‘special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at
571-272-7751. All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the
application should be directed to the Technology Center.

This matter is being referred to the Technology Center Art Unit 3747 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

VP :%’ e
Joan Olszewski

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Kirk William Hermann MA"-ED

150 Cerro Vista Wa "
Anaheim CA 92262 - APR 1 1:2011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
GUPTA, Honey :
- Application No. 12/583,524 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: August 22, 2009 : TO WITHDRAW

Attorney Docket No. GUPTA-003 : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR. § 1.36(b), filed
March 15, 2011.

The request is APPROVED.

A grantable request to withdraw as attorney/agent of record must be signed by every attorney/agent seeking to
withdraw or contain a clear indication that one attorney is signing on behalf of another/others. The Office
requires the practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal to certify that he, she, or they have: (1) given reasonable
notice to the client, prior to the expiration of the response period, that the practitioner(s) intends to withdraw
from employment; (2) delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and
property (including funds) to which the client is entitled; and (3) notified the client of any responses that may be
due and the time frame within which the client must respond, pursuant 37 CFR 10.40(c).

The request was signed by Kirk Hermann, the sole attorney of record. Kirk Hermann has been withdrawn as
attorney or agent of record. Applicant is reminded that there is no attorney of record at this time.

All future correspondence will be directed to the inventor Honey Gupta at the address indicated below.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Tredelle Jackson at 571-272-2783.

/Tredelle D. Jackson/
Paralegal Specialist
Office of Petitions

cc: HONEY GUPTA
15133 GREENLEAF STREET
SHERMAN OAKS CA 91403
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ERNEST D. BUFF

ERNEST D. BUFF AND ASSOCIATES, LLC.

231 SOMERVILLE ROAD

BEDMINSTER NJ 07921 ' MAILED

APR 10 2012
OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Marni Markell Hurwitz :

Application No. 12/583,550 :  DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: August 21, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. 0200-151

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
February 21, 2012, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

This application became abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue and publication fees on or
before January 17, 2012, as required by the Notice of Allowance and Fee(s) Due mailed October
14, 2011. Accordingly, the date of abandonment of this application is January 18, 2012. A
Notice of Abandonment was mailed February 1, 2012.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of payment of the issue fee of $870.00 and the publication fee of $300.00, (2)
the petition fee of $930.00; and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
7751.

This application is being referred to the Office of Data Management for processing into a patent.

/Joan Olszewski/
Joan Olszewski
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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QUINE INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAW GROUP, P.C. MA”_E D

P OBOX 458

ALAMEDA, CA 94501 FEB 172011
OFFICE OF

In re Application of FICE OF PETITIONS

Jason W. Chin, et al. :

Application No. 12/583,558 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 20, 2009 ’
Attorney Docket No.: 54A-000246US

This is a decision on the petition, filed December 13, 2010, which is being treated as a petition
under 37 CFR 1.181 (no fee), requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application was held abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the non-final Office
action mailed May 12, 2010, which set a three (3) month shortened statutory period for reply. A
Notice of Abandonment was mailed on November 22, 2010. In response, on December 13, 2010,
the present petition was filed wherein petitioner asserts that a reply was timely filed. A copy of
the reply was included with the present petition.

A review of the record confirms that petitioner is correct. In view of the filing of an appropriate
request for extension of time and fee using a Certificate of Mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 dated
November 12, 2010, the response period of August 12, 2010 was properly extended.
Accordingly, no abandonment existed on November 12, 2010, the date upon which the
amendment was filed pursuant to 37 CFR 1.8.

The holding of abandonment for failure to timely file a response to the Office communication of
May 12, 2010 is withdrawn and the application is restored to pending status.

The Notice of Abandonment mailed November 22, 2010 is hereby vacated.

This application is being referred to Technology Center AU 1656 technical support staff for
withdrawing the holding of abandonment and for appropriate action by the Examiner in the
normal course of business on the reply received November 15, 2010.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision may be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
3204. All other inquiries regarding this application should be directed to the Technology Center.

/SDB/

Sherry D. Brinkley
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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WILLIAM NITKIN
1320 CENTRE STREET
SUITE 300

NEWTON MA 02459

MAR 20 7012
In re Application of

PRATT, JAMES M. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/583,561 : :

Filed: August 24, 2009

Attorney Docket No.: 113,140

This is a decision on the Petition To Withdraw Holding Of Abandonment received in the United States
Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) on February 21, 2012.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application was held abandoned for failure to timely pay the issue fee as required by the Notice of
Allowance and Fee(s) Due, mailed October 20, 2011, which set forth a three (3) month statutory period
for reply. Accordingly, the Notice of Abandonment was mailed on February 6, 2012.

Petitioner has demonstrated that the Part B- Fee(s) Transmittal, Transmittal of Payment of Issue Fee,
and Credit Card Form PTOL-2038 in the amount of $1,200.00 were timely mailed via certificate of
mailing on January 20, 2012. In compliance with 37 CFR 1.8(b) in that (1) the United States Patent and
Trademark Office was promptly informed of the previous timely mailing, (2) a copy of the previously
mailed correspondence with certificate of mailing thereon has been submitted, and (3) included a
statement which attests to the previous timely mailing.

In view of the above, the holding of abandonment is hereby withdrawn. The application restored to pending
status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision be directed to the undersigned in the Office of Patent Publication at
703-756-1547.

Kay D. Pinkney

Application Assistance Unit
Office of Data Management
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United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.usplo.gov

[ APPLICATION NO. I FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR [ATTORNEY DOCKET NO.| CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/583,619 08/24/2009 Essam Tawfik Marcus 8661
7590 09/10/2010 l EXAMINER |

Essam T. Marcus
124 Black Ridge Street

Morrisville, NC 27560 | ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER l
3741
. . [ MAIL DATE I DELIVERY MODE I
09/10/2010 PAPER

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

Telephong,inquiries should pe directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.
: <

Paten{ Publication Branch
Office of Data Management
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USpL0.gOV

r APPLICATION NO. ] FILING DATE | FIRST NAMED INVENTOR | ATTORNEY DOCKETNO. | CONFIRMATION NO.
12/583,725 08/24/2009 . Chun-Kai Liu JCLA30277 2862
23900 7590 03262012

EXAMINER

J C PATENTS I
4 VENTURE, SUITE 250 TSAL H JEY
IRVINE, CA 92618

[ ART UNIT | PAPER NUMBER

2895
l MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE
03/26/2012 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

March 23, 2012

J CPATENTS
4 VENTURE, SUITE 250
IRVINE CA 92618

In re Application of :

Chun-Kai Liu et al. : ° DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12583725 :

Filed: 08/24/2009

Attorney Docket No. JCLA30277

This is a decision on the Petition to Accept Color Drawings under 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a) (2), received
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) August 24, 2009.

The petition is DISMISSED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following.

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h),

2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, (One (1) set for EFW filings), and

3. The specification containing the following language as the first paragraph in that
portion of the specification relating to the brief description of the drawings

" "The patent or application file contains at least one drawing executed in color.
Copies of this patent or patent application publication with color drawing(s) will
be provided by the Office upon request and payment of the necessary fee."

The petition did not meet the following requirement(s). 1 O 2O 3|

A renewed petition filed under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 (a) (2) must be filed within TWO (2) MONTHS
of this decision. If a renewed petition is not filed within the TWO (2) Months of this decision
the drawings will be printed in black and white.

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

/Laura L. Feldman/

Quality Control Specialist
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450
WWW.USPL0.gOV

APPLICATION NO. J FILING DATE l FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/583,725 08/24/2009 Chun-Kai Liu JCLA30277 2862
23900 : 7590 04/16/2012
. EXAMINER
J C PATENTS _ | B
4 VENTURE, SUITE 250 TSAL H JEY
IRVINE, CA 92618
I ART UNIT I PAPER NUMBER I
2895
| MAIL DATE l DELIVERY MODE J
04/16/2012 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.0O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
Wwww.uspto.gov

April 13,2012

J CPATENTS
4 VENTURE, SUITE 250
IRVINE CA 92618

In re Application of :

Chun-Kai Liu et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12583725 :

Filed: 08/24/2009

Attorney Docket No. JCLA30277

This is a decision on the Petition to Accept Color Drawings under 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a) (2), received
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) April 9, 2012.

The petition is DISMISSED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following.

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h),

2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, (One (1) set for EFW filings), and

3. The specification containing the following language as the first paragraph in that
portion of the specification relating to the brief description of the drawings

"The patent or application file contains at least one drawing executed in color.
Copies of this patent or patent application publication with color drawing(s) will
be provided by the Office upon request and payment of the necessary fee."

The petition did not meet the following requirement(s). 1 O 2 [ 3 4|

The insertion of the required “paragraph [0009°] right after paragraph [0009] at the BRIEF
DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS of page 5,” which is in the April 9, 2012 Amendment, is
improper. The Substitute Specification filed November 2, 2009, on page 5 already has a
paragraph [009°] under paragraph [0009], making the required paragraph the second paragraph,
instead of the first paragraph, under the Brief Description of the Drawings. This is why the
petition received August 24, 2009 was dismissed.

A renewed petition filed under 37 C.F.R. 1.84 (a) (2) must be filed within TWO (2) MONT. HS
of this decision. If a renewed petition is not filed within the TWO (2) Months of this decision
the drawings will be printed in black and white.



Telephone inquiries relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

/Laura L. Feldman/

Quality Control Specialist
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch



<:§\§ UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

HOLLSTEIN KEATING CATTELL JOHNSON & GOLDSTEIN P.C.
WILLOW RIDGE EXECUTIVE OFFICE PARK

SUITE 301
750 RT. 73S.
MARLTON NJ 08053
MAILED
SEP 212010
In re Application of : OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Vosbikian et al. :
Application No. 12/583,786 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 26, 2009
Attorney Docket No. 2262.00016

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed September 1, 2010, to make the
gbove-ic}entiﬁed application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02,
ection IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP §
708.02, Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one
of the applicants is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by
applicant. No fee is required.

The instant petition includes a statement from the applicant. Accordingly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-
3206. All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center.

This matter is being referred to the Technology Center Art Unit 3635 for action on the
merits commensurate with this decision.

Q@WOLQJL

ana Walsh
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.0. Box 1450

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

r APPLICATION NO. | FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR }XTTORNEY DOCKET No.l CONFIRMATION NO. I
12/583,820 08/26/2009 Shigeru Harada SONYJP 3.0-1991 6516
[ EXAMINER |
7590 04/04/2012
SONYJP AMINI, JAVID A
Lerner, David, Littenberg, Krumholz & Mentlik, LLP
600 South Ave West | ArRTuNIT | ParernumMBER |
Westfield, NJ 07090 P
L NOTIFICATION DATE ] DELIVERY MODE I
04/04/2012 ELECTRONIC

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNit:R 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid
search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are
hereby refunded.

/1’
uiries shWérected to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Pafent{Publication Branch
Office bf Data Management

Page 1 of 1
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| hereby certify that this paper (along with any paper referred to as being attached
or enclosedy) is being transmitted via the Office electronic filing system in
accordance with § 1.6(a)(4).

Dated: January 26, 2011 Dl< M

Electronic Signature for Daryl K. Neff. /Daryl K. Neff/

Docket No.: TESSERA 3.0-567 CIP

(PATENT)
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
In re Patent Application of:
Crisp et al.
Application No.: 12/583,830 Confirmation No.: 3972
Filed: August 26, 2009 Art Unit: 2622
For: WAFER LEVEL COMPLIANT PACKAGES Examiner: Not Yet Assigned

FOR REAR-FACE ILLUMINATED SOLID
STATE IMAGE SENSORS

PETITION TO MAKE SPECIAL
UNDER 37 CFR 1.102

MS Petition

Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

Applicants, Crisp et al., by their attorneys, petition to
make special the above-captioned application under the "Project
Exchange / Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan."
Special status 1is sought based upon the express abandonment of a
Co-pending Application owned by the same party as this application.

1. This application, for which special status is sought,
is a nonprovisional application that has an actual filing date
earlier than October 1, 2009. This application ié owned by
Tessera, Inc., now and as of October 1, 2009. This application has

not yet been taken up for examination.



2. Co-pending nonprovisional Application 12/284,686 has
an actual filing date of September 24, 2008 which is earlier than
October 1, 2009, and said Co-pending Application is complete under
37 CFR 1.53.

3. Said Co-pending Application is owned by the same
party as this Application, Tessera, Inc., as of October 1, 2009.

4. A letter of express abandonment (Declaration of
Express Abandonment under 37 CFR 1.138(a)) (attached hereto as
Exhibit 1) has been filed in said Co-pending Application before it
has been taken up for examination, in that no examiner action has
yvet been made as recorded in the USPTO PAIR database on the date
said Declaration was filed. The Declaration of Express Abandonment
states:

(a) Applicants have not and will not file an application
that claims the benefit of the expressly abandoned application
under any provision of title 35, United States Code;

(b) Applicants agree not to request a refund of any fees
paid in the expressly abandoned application; and

(c) Applicants have not and will not file a new
application that claims the same invention claimed in the expressly
abandoned application, as defined by statutory double-patenting
under 35 U.S.C. 101.

5. Applicants have not filed petitions in more than
fourteen other applications requesting special status under this
program.

6. Applicants agree to make an election without traverse
in a telephonic interview if the Office determines that the claims
of this application to be made special are directed to two or more
independent or distinct inventions.

7. It is believed that no fee is due for this Petition

under the Project Exchange program per 74 F.R. 227



(November 27, 2009)

Deposit Account No.

Dated:

January 26,

However, if any fee is due, please charge the

12-1095.

2011

Respectfully submitted,

T
Electronic signature: /Daryl K. Neff/
Daryl K. Neff
Registration No.: 38,253

LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, KRUMHOLZ &

MENTLIK, LLP
600 South Avenue West
Westfield, New Jexrsey 07090
(908) 654-5000
Attorney for Applicants



EXHIBIT 1



| hereby certify that this paper (along with any paper referred to as being attached
or enclosedy) is being transmitted via the Office electronic filing system in
accordance with § 1.6(a)(4).

Dated: January 26, 2011 )94 \Q,‘Q
Electronic Signature for Daryl K. Neff: /Daryl K. Neff/

Docket No.: TESSERA 3.0-331 DIV

(PATENT)
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
In re Patent Application of:
Belgacem Haba
Application No.: 12/284,686 Confirmation No.: 3070
Filed: September 24, 2008 Art Unit: 2814
For: COMPONENT AND ASSEMBLIES WITH Examiner: A. Kalam

ENDS OFFSET DOWNWARDLY

DECLARATION OF EXPRESS ABANDONMENT UNDER 37 CFR 1.138 (a)

MS Express Abandonment
Commissioner for Patents
P.0O. Box 14590

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Dear Sir:

Applicant, Belgacem Haba, by his attorneys, files this
declaration of express abandonment under 37 CFR 1.138(a). This
Declaration of Express Abandonment is being filed under the Project
Exchange/Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan to
secure special status for Co-Pending Application 12/583,830.

1. This declaration of express abandonment 1is being
filed before the application has been taken up for examination.

2. Applicant has not and will not file an application
that claims the benefit of this Application under any provision of
title 35, United States Code;

3. Applicant agrees not to request a refund of any fees

paid in this Application; and



4., Applicant has not and will not file a new application
that claims the same invention claimed in this Application, as
defined by statutory double-patenting under 35 U.S.C. 101.

5. It is believed that no fee is due for this Petition.
However, 1f any fee is due, please charge the Deposit Account No.

12-1095.

Dated: January 26, 2011 Respectfully submitted,

PN
Electronic signature: /Daryl K. Neff/
Daryl K. Neff
Registration No.: 38,253

LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, KRUMHOLZ &

MENTLIK, LLP
600 South Avenue West
Westfield, New Jersey 07090
(908) 654-5000
Attorney for Applicant



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www,uspto.gov

TESSERA
LERNER DAVID et al. MAILED
600 SOUTH AVENUE WEST 011
WESTFIELD NJ 07090 FEB 02 t

OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of :
CRISP, et al. : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12/583,830 : TO MAKE SPECIAL
Filed: August 26, 2009 : 37 CFR 1.102

Attorney Docket No. TESSERA 3.0-567 CIP

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed January 26, 2011, to make the above-
identified application special under the Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan
which is a pilot program set forth at 74 Federal Register Notice 62285 (November 27, 2009) and
75 Federal register Notice 36063 (June 24, 2010).

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 62285 and 75 FR 36063 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed
prior to October 1, 2009.

The USPTO will accord special status for examination under Patent Application Backlog
Reduction Stimulus Plan under the following conditions:

(1) The application for which special status is sought is a nonprovisional application
that has an actual filing date earlier than October 1, 2009;

(2) The applicant has another copending nonprovisional application that has an actual
filing date earlier than October 1, 2009, and is complete under 37 CFR 1.53;

(3) The application for which special status is sought and the other copending
nonprovisional application either are owned by the same party as of October 1, 2009,
or name at least one inventor in common;

(4) The applicant files a letter of express abandonment under 37 CFR 1.138(a) in the
copending nonprovisional application before it has been taken up for examination and

a) includes a statement that the applicant has not and will not file a new
application that claims the same invention claimed in the expressly abandoned
application;



Application Number 12/583,830 Page 2
Decision on Petition to Make Special

b) includes a statement that the applicant has not and will not file an
application that claims the benefit of the expressly abandoned application
under any provision of title 35, United States Code, and

¢) includes a statement that the applicant agrees not to request a refund of any
fees paid in the expressly abandoned application; and

(5) The applicant files a petition under 37 CFR 1.102 in the application for which
special status is sought that

a) includes a specific identification of the relationship between the
applications that qualifies the application for special status;

b) identifies, by application number if available, the application that is being
expressly abandoned,;

c) provides a statement certifying that applicant has not filed petitions in more
than fourteen (14) other applications requesting special status under this
program; and

d) provides a statement that applicant agrees to make an election without
traverse in a telephonic interview if the Office determines that the claims of
the application to be made special are directed to two or more independent
and distinct inventions.

The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan has been waived.

The instant petition complies with the conditions required under Patent Application Backlog
Reduction Stimulus Plan. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded

“special” status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Brian W. Brown at 571-272-

5338.

All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center.

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing for

/ Office of Petitions



PTO/SB/83

Doc Code: PET.AUTO U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Document Description: Petition automatically granted by EFS-Web Department of Commerce

Electronic Petition Request REQUEST FOR WITHDRAWAL AS ATTORNEY OR AGENT AND CHANGE OF

CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESS

Application Number 12583833

Filing Date 26-Aug-2009

First Named Inventor Thomas Coghill

Art Unit 3618

Examiner Name JACOB MEYER

Attorney Docket Number 2009-EZRACKPAT

Title

Modular beach cart system

Please withdraw me as attorney or agent for the above identified patent application and all the practitioners
of record.

®

The reason(s) for this request are those described in 37 CFR:

10.40(b)(4)

Certifications

I/'We have given reasonable notice to the client, pricr to the expiration of the response period, that the practitioner(s)

N/
X intend to withdraw from employment

X I/We have delivered to the client or a duly authorized representative of the client all papers and property (including funds)
to which the client is entitled

X] 1/We have notified the client of any responses that may be due and the time frame within which the client must respond

Change the correspondence address and direct all future correspondence to the first named inventor or assignee that has
properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71:

Name Tom Coghill
Address 133 SE 18TH AVE
City Deerfield Beach
State FL

Postal Code 33441-4534
Country us




| am authorized to sign on behalf of myself and all withdrawing practitioners.

Signature

/Bambi Faivre Walters/

Name

Bambi Faivre Walters

Registration Number

45197




UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
WWW.Uspto.gov

Decision Date : January 17,2012

In re Application of : DECISION ON REQUEST TO WITHDRAW AS

Thomas Coghill ATTORNEY/AGENT OF RECORD
Application No : 12583833
Filed: 26-Aug-2009

Attorney Docket No: 2009-EZRACKPAT

This is an electronic decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR.§ 1.36(b), filed January 17,2012

The request is APPROVED

The request was signed by  Bambi Faivre Walters (registration no. 45197 ) on behalf of all the attorneys/agents

of record. All attorneys/agents of record have been withdrawn.

Since there are no remaining attorneys of record, all future communications from the Office will be directed the first named
inventor or assignee that has properly made itself of record pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71 with correspondence address:

Name Tom Coghill
Name2

Address 1 133 SE 18TH AVE
Address 2

City Deeffield Beach
State FL

Postal Code 33441-4534
Country us

As a reminder, requester is required to inform the first named inventor or assignee that has properly made itself of record
pursuant to 37 CFR 3.71 of the electronically processed petition.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the Patent Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197.

Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MCAFEE & TAFT

TENTH FLOOR, TWO LEADERSHIP SQUARE

211 NORTH ROBINSON

OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73102 MAILED

Applicants: Sesh Commuri AUG 18 2011

Appl. No.: 12/583,838 OFFICE OF PETITIONS
Filing Date: August 26, 2010

Title: METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR COMPACTION OF ROADWAY MATERIALS
Attorney Docket: 68930.9

Pub. No.: US 2010/0172696 Al

Pub. Date: July 8, 2010

This is a decision on the request for a corrected patent application publication under
37 CFR 1.221(b), received on September 8, 2010, for the above-identified application.

The request 1s granted

The corrected patent application publication will be published in due course, unless the patent
issues before the application is republished.

It would greatly benefit the Office if applicant did not provide copies of papers, which were
previously submitted and/or a complete copy of the pre-grant publication, as it unnecessarily
increases the cost to the Office. See 37 CFR 1.4(b). A request for corrected publication need
only point out what was printed incorrectly in the application, where the error occurs in the
publication and where the correct text or drawing is found in the application papers. Marked up
relevant copies of the applications papers and the pre-grant publication may facilitate processing
of the request, where it is not readily apparent where the error occurs. If it is not clear why the
error is a material error, further explanation may be warranted.

Inquiries relating to this matter may be directed to Mark Polutta at (571) 272-7709.

P | F

Mark Polutta

Senior Legal Advisor

Office of Patent Legal Administration
Office of the Deputy Commissioner
for Patent Examination Policy



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS

P.O. Box 1450

Alcxandria, Virginia 22313-1450

WWW.USP10.gov

APPLICATION NO. FILING DATE FIRST NAMED INVENTOR I ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. l CONFIRMATION NO. 1
12/583,838 08/26/2009 Scsh Commuri 68930.9 §l 11
24919 7590 04/09/2012
'MCAFEE & TAFT | EXAMINER J
TENTH FLOOR, TWO LEADERSHIP SQUARE . RISIC, ABIGAIL ANNE
211 NORTH ROBINSON
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK 73102 I ARTUNIT | papernumBer |
3671
I MAIL DATE | DELIVERY MODE I
04/09/2012 PAPER

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding.

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication.

PTOL-90A (Rcv. 04/07)



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

April 6, 2012

MCAFEE & TAFT
TENTH FLOOR, TWO LEADERSHIP SQUARE
211 NORTH ROBINSON

OKLAHOMA CITY OK 73102

In re Application of :

Sesh Commuri _ : DECISION ON PETITION
Application No. 12583838 :

Filed: 08/26/2009 : ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR
Attorney Docket No. 68930.9 : DRAWINGS

This is a decision on the Petition to Accept Color Drawings under 37 C.F.R 1.84 (a) (2), received
in the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) March 15, 2010.

The petition is GRANTED.
A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a) (2) must be accompanied by the following:

1. The fee set forth under 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h),

2. Three (3) sets of the color drawings in question, or (1) set if filed via EFS, and

3. The specification contains appropriate language referring to the color drawings as the
first paragraph in that portion of the specification relating to the brief description of
the drawings. :

The petition was accompanied by all of the required fees and drawings. The specification
contains the appropriate language. Therefore, the petition is GRANTED.

Telephone inquiries relating to this decision may be directed to the undersigned in the Office of
Data Management at 571-272-4200.

. /Laura Feldman/

Quality Control Specialist
Office of Data Management
Publications Branch



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

. Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspto.gov

| MAILED
HUGO PALACIOS ‘

246 Albert Court APR 29201‘
Healdsburg CA 95448 QFFICE OF PE““ONS

In re Application of

Palacios :

Application No. 12/583,877 : ON PETITION
Filed: August 26, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the holding of abandonment, filed on
April 12,2011, ’ '

The petition is DISMISSED.

The record reflects that a final Office action was mailed on July 21, 2010, allowing a shortened statutory
period for reply of three months from its mailing date. Extensions of the time set for reply were available
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). A response was not received within the allowable period, and the
application became abandoned on October 22, 2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on January
28, 2011. The instant petition was filed on April 12, 2011. Petitioner maintains that a response to the
July 21, 2010, Office action was timely deposited with the United States Postal Service (USPS) on -
August 14, 2010, but that the post office facility was completely destroyed by fire. Petitioner presumes
that petitioner’s response was destroyed in the fire.

Section 711.03 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure provides guidance where, as in this case,
petitioner is arguing that a timely response to the Office action was mailed and provides, in pertinent part,
that:

37 CFR 1.10(c) through 1.10(e) and 1.10(g) set forth procedures for petitioning the Director of the
USPTO to accord a filing date to correspondence as of the date of deposit of the correspondence
as "Express Mail." A petition to Withdraw the holding of abandonment relying upon a timely reply
placed in "E)'(press Mail" must include an appropriate petition under 37 CFR 1.10(c), (d), (e), or(g)
(see MPEP § 513). When a paper is shown to have been mailed to the Office using the "Express
Mail" procedures, the péper must be entered in PALM with the "Express Mail" date.

Similarly, applicants may establish that a reply was filed with a postcard receipt that properly
identifies the reply and provides prima facie evidence that the reply was timely filed. See MPEP §
503. For example, if the application has been held abandoned for failure to file a reply to a first
Office action, and applicant has a postcard receipt showing that an amendment was timely filed in
response to the Office action, then the holding of abandonment should be withdrawn upon the filing
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of a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment. When the reply is shown to have been timely
filed based on a postcard receipt, the reply must be entered into PALM using the date of receipt of
the reply as shown on the post card receipt.

Where a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8, but not a postcard receipt, is relied upon in a
petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment, see 37 CFR 1.8(b) and MPEP § 512. As stated in
37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) the statement that attests to the previous timely mailing or transmission of the
correspondence must be on a personal knowledge basis, or to the satisfaction of the Director of the
USPTO. If the statement attesting to the previous timely mailing is not made by the person who
signed the Certificate of Mailing (i.e., there is no personal knowledge basis), then the statement
attesting to the previous timely mailing should include evidence that supports the cdnclusion that
the correspondence was actually mailed (e.g., copies of a mailing log establishing that
correspondence was mailed for that application). When the correspondence is shown to have been
timely filed based on a certificate of mailing, the correspondence is entered into PALM with the
actual date of receipt (i.e., the date that the duplicate copy of the papers was filed with the
statement under 37 CFR L_B_).V

37 CFR 1.8(b) also permits applicant to notify the Office of a previous mailing or transmission of
correspondence and submit a stétement under 37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) accompanied by a duplicate copy
of the correspondence when a reasonable amount of time (e.g., more than one month) has elapsed
from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence. Applicant does not have to wait until
the application becomes abandoned before notifying the Office of the preVious mailing or
transmission of the correspondence. Applicant should check the private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system for the status of the correspondence before notifying the
Office. See MPEP § 512. A

The above-cited section of the MPEP explains that in order for correspondence to receive a filing date as
of the date of deposit with the United States Postal Service (USPS), the correspondence must either be
mailed via USPS Express Mail, or the correspondence must contain a proper certificate of mailin% )
pursuant to 37 CFR F.S. Corres(%ondence may also receive the date of the receifl{t with the USPTO if -
petitioner provides an itemized Office date-stamped postcard whereby the USPTO acknowledges receipt
of the item mailed. There is no evidence that petitioner used the procedures provided in 37 CFR 1.8" and

It is noted that 37 CFR 1.8 provides that:

(a) Except in the situations enumerated in paragraph (a)(2) of this section or as otherwise
expressly excluded in this chapter, correspondence required to be filed in the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office within a set period of time will be considered as being timely filed if the
procedure described in this section is followed. The actual date of receipt will be used for all other
purposes.

(1) Correspondence will be considered as being timely filed if:

(i) The correspondence is mailed or transmitted prior to expiration of the set period of time by being:
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1.10, which, if properly utilized, would allow a filing to be accorded a filing date as of the date mailed or
deposited, respectively, rather than the date the filing was received by the Office. The certificate of
mailing procedures under 37 CFR 1.8 allow for a filing date to be accorded as of the date the filing was
mailed rather than the date the filing was received by the Office ﬁrovided the procedures set out in 37
CFR 1.8 are followed and the filing is not excepted under 37 CFR 1.8(2)(i). The procedures under 37
CFR 1.10 allow correspondence deposited with the United States Postal Service Express Mail Service
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.10 to be accorded a filing date as of the date-in shown on the Express Mail label
rather than the date the filing was received by the Office. Filings made by any other mail service, i.e.,
fl'lr]s(t)class postage, USPS certified mail, FEDEX, Priority Mail, will not receive the benefit of 37 CFR

The holding of abandonment will cannot be withdrawn because petitioner has not provided prima é‘acie
evidence that a proper response to the Office action of July 21, 2010, was deposited with the USP
Express Mail Service under 37 CFR 1.10 within the period for reply, has not provided a certificate of
mailirclig pll1r§uant to 37 CFR 1.8, or an USPTO date-stamped postcard. The petition is dismissed
accordingly”.

Alternatively, petitioner may revive the application based on unintentional abandonment under 37 CFR
1.137(b). A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by the required reply,
the required petition fee ($1620.00 for a large entity and $810.00 for a verified small entity), and a
statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of
a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. Petitioner may use the enclosed ’
form to file this petition.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: ' Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

(A) Addressed as set out in § 1.1(a) and deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with sufficient postage
as first class mail; or .

(B) Transmitted by facsimile to the Patent and Trademark Office in accordance with § 1.6(d);
. (C) Transmitted via the Office electronic filing system in accordance with § 1.6(a)(4); and

(i) The correspondence includes a certificate for each piece of correspondence stating the date of deposit
or transmission. The person signing the certificate should have reasonable basis to expect that the
correspondence would be mailed or transmitted on or before the date indicated.

A certificate of mailing as provided by the United States Postal Service is not the certificate of mailing which is
referenced by 37 CFR 1.8 cited above. The certificate of mailing referenced by 37 CFR 1.8 consists of a statement
that must be affixed to the correspondence in question indicating that paper was deposited with the United States
Postal Service first-class mail on a particular date. Applicant is directed to Section 512 of the Manual of Patent
Examining Procedure for further guidance on what a certificate of mailing as contemplated by 37 CFR 1.8 looks like
and how it should appear on the paper to be filed.

% The hardship presented to petitioner by the confluence of events as set forth in the petition is appreciated.
However, a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is only appropriate where the application is not
properly held abandoned. In this case, the application was properly held abandoned because a proper an timely
response to the Office action was not received and petitioner has not provided any prima facie evidence that the
response was deposited with the USPS, i.e., a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 on a copy of the response
retained by applicant or a Express Mail Receipt showing a date-in of August 21, 2010, or before.
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.By facsimile: (571) 273-8300
Attn:  Office of Petitions
Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned (571) 272-3222.
/Kenya A. McLaughlin/
Kenya A. McLaughlin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: FORM PTO/SB/64
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HUGO PALACIOS ' MAILED

246 Albert Court

Healdsburg CA 95448 MAY 092011
o OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Palacios : ‘

Application No. 12/583,878 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 26, 2009
Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the holding of abandonment, filed on
April 12,2011,

The petition is DISMISSED.

The record reflects that a final Office action was mailed on September 14, 2010, allowing a shortened
statutory period for reply of three months from its mailing date. Extensions of the time set for reply were
available pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). A response was not received within the allowable period, and the
application became abandoned on December 15, 2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on March
30, 2011. The instant petition was filed on April 12, 2011. Petitioner maintains that a response to the
July 21, 2010, Office action was timely deposited with the United States Postal Service (USPS) on
August 14, 2010, but that the post office facility was completely destroyed by fire. Petitioner presumes
that petitioner’s response was destroyed in the fire.

Section 711.03 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure provides guidance where, as in this case,
petitioner is arguing that a timely response to the Office action was mailed and provides, in pertinent part,
that:

37 CFR 1.10(c) through 1.10(e) and 1.10(g) set forth procedures for petitioning the Director of the
USPTO to accord a filing date to correspondence as of the date of deposit of the correspondence
as "Express Mail." A petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment relying upon a timely reply
placed in "Express Mail" must include an appropriate petition under 37 CFR 1.10(c), (d), (e), or (g)
(see MPEP § 513). When a paper is shown to have been mailed to the Office using the "Express
Mail" procedures, the paper must be entered in PALM with the "Express Mail" date.

Similarly, applicants may establish that a reply was filed with a postcard receipt that properly
identifies the reply and provides prima facie evidence that the reply was timely filed. See MPEP §
503. For example, if the application has been held abandoned for failure to file a reply to a first
Office action, and applicant has a postcard receipt showing that an amendment was timely filed in
response to the Office action, then the holding of abandonment should be withdrawn upon the filing
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of a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment. When the reply is shown to have been timely
filed based on a postcard receipt, the reply must be entered into PALM using the date of receipt of
the reply as shown on the post card receipt.

Where a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8, but not a postcard receipt, is relied upon in a
petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment, see 37 CFR 1.8(b) and MPEP § 512. As stated in
37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) the statement that attests to the previous timely mailing or transmission of the
correspondence must be on a personal knowiedge basis, or to the satiéfaction of the Director of the
USPTO. If the statement attesting to the previous timely mailing is not made by the person who
signed the Certificate of Mailing (i.e., there is no personal knowledge basis), then the statement
attesting to the previous fimely mailing should include evidence that supports the conclusion that
the correspondence was actually mailed (e.g., copies of a mailing log establishing that
correspondence was mailed for that application). When the correspondence is shown to have been
timely filed based on a certificate of mailing, the correspondence is entered into PALM with the
actual date of receipt (i.e., the date that the duplicate copy of the papers was filed with the
statement under 37 CFR 1.8).

37 CFR 1.8(b) also permits applicant to notify the Office of a previous mailing or transmission of
correspondence and submit a statement under 37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) accompanied by a duplicate copy
of the correspondence when a reasonable amount of time (e.g., more than one month) has elapsed
from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence. Applicant does not have to wait until
the application becomes abandoned before notifying the Office of the previous mailing or
transmission of the correspondence. Applicant should check the private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system for the status of the correspondence before notifying the
Office. See MPEP § 512.

The above-cited section of the MPEP explains that in order for correspondence to receive a filing date as
of the date of deposit with the United States Postal Service (USPS), the correspondence must either be
mailed via USPS Express Mail, or the correspondence must contain a proper certificate of mailiné )
pursuant to 37 CFR f.8. Correspondence may also receive the date of the receipt with the USPTO if
petitioner provides an itemized Bfﬁce date-stamped postcard whereby the USPTO acknowledges receipt
of the item mailed. There is no evidence that petitioner used the procedures provided in 37 CFR 1.8 and

1

It is noted that 37 CFR 1.8 provides that:

(a) Except in the situations enumerated in paragraph (a)(2) of this section or as otherwise
expressly excluded in this chapter, correspondence required to be filed in the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office within a set period of time will be considered as being timely filed if the
procedure described in this section is followed. The actual date of receipt will be used for all other
purposes.

(1) Correspondence will be considered as being timely filed if:

(i) The correspondence is mailed or transmitted prior to expiration of the set period of time by being:
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1.10, which, if properly utilized, would allow a filing to be accorded a filing date as of the date mailed or
deposited, respectively, rather than the date the filing was received by the Office. The certificate of
mailing procedures under 37 CFR 1.8 allow for a ﬁlm%I date to be accorded as of the date the filing was
mailed rather than the date the filing was received by the Office Erovided the procedures set out in 37
CFR 1.8 are followed and the filing is not excepted under 37 CFR 1.8(2)(i). The procedures under 37
CFR 1.10 allow correspondence deposited with the United States Postal Service Express Mail Service
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.10 to be accorded a filing date as of the date-in shown on the Express Mail label
rather than the date the filing was received by ﬁue Office. Filings made by any other mail service, i.e.,
fl'lrls(t)class postage, USPS certified mail, FEDEX, Priority Mail, will not receive the benefit of 37 CFR

The holding of abandonment will cannot be withdrawn because petitioner has not provided prima facie
evidence that a proper response to the Office action of July 21, 2010, was deposited with the USPS
Express Mail Service under 37 CFR 1.10 within the period for reply, has not provided a certificate of
manln:ig plllr§uant to 37 CFR 1.8, or an USPTO date-stamped postcard. The petition is dismissed
accordingly”.

Alternatively, petitioner may revive the application based on unintentional abandonment under 37 CFR
1.137(b). A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by the required reply,
the required petition fee ($1620.00 for a large entity and $810.00 for a verified small entity), and a
statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of
a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. Petitioner may use the enclosed

form to file this petition.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

(A) Addressed as set out in § 1.1(a) and deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with sufficient postage
as first class mail; or

(B) Transmitted by facsimile to the Patent and Trademark Office in accordance with § 1.6(d);
(C) Transmitted via the Office electronic filing system in accordance with § M(a)(?l); and

(ii) The correspondence includes a certificate for each piece of correspondence stating the date of deposit
or transmission. The person signing the certificate should have reasonable basis to expect that the
correspondence would be mailed or transmitted on or before the date indicated.

A certificate of mailing as provided by the United States Postal Service is not the certificate of mailing which is
referenced by 37 CFR 1.8 cited above. The certificate of mailing referenced by 37 CFR 1.8 consists of a statement
that must be affixed to the correspondence in question indicating that paper was deposited with the United States
Postal Service first-class mail on a particular date. Applicant is directed to Section 512 of the Manual of Patent
Examining Procedure for further guidance on what a certificate of mailing as contemplated by 37 CFR 1.8 looks like
and how it should appear on the paper to be filed.

2 The hardship presented to petitioner by the confluence of events as set forth in the petition is appreciated.
However, a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is only appropriate where the application is not
properly held abandoned. In this case, the application was properly held abandoned because a proper an timely
response to the Office action was not received and petitioner has not provided any prima facie evidence that the
response was deposited with the USPS, i.e., a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 on a copy of the response
retained by applicant or a Express Mail Receipt showing a date-in of August 21, 2010, or before.
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By facsimile: (571)273-8300
Attn:  Office of Petitions

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned (571) 272-3222.
/Kenya A. McLaughlin/
Kenya A. McLaughlin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions

Enclosure: FORM PTO/SB/64
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Richard David Galinson :

Application No. 12/583,902 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 27, 2009
Attorney Docket No. GAL01001

This is a decision on the petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b), filed
July 12,2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled “Renewed Petition under

37 CFR 1.137(b).” This is net a final agency action within the meaning of 5 U.S.C. § 704.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File
Corrected Application Papers, mailed September 18, 2009. The Notice set a period for reply of
two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time under the provisions of
37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became abandoned on November
19, 2009. The Notice of Abandonment was mailed May 18, 2010.

A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by: (1) the required reply,
unless previously filed; (2) the petition fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m); (3) a statement that
the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of a
grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional; and (4) any terminal
disclaimer (and fee as set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(d)) required by 37 CFR 1.137(d). Where there is
a question as to whether either the abandonment or the delay in filing a petition under 37 CFR
1.137 was unintentional, the Director may require additional information. See MPEP
711.03(c)(IN)(C) and (D). The instant petition lacks item(s) (2).



Application No. 12/583,902 Page 2

The petition fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(m) is $810. The petitioner only submitted $770 and
there is not authorization to charge a deposit account. There is still $40 owed to complete the
filing of this petition.

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By Mail: Mail Stop PETITION
Commissioner for Patents
P. O. Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

By hand: U. S. Patent and Trademark Office
Customer Service Window, Mail Stop Petitions
Randolph Building
401 Dulany Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

The centralized facsimile number is (571) 273-8300.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at (571) 272-
2991.

Yotk |

Terri Johnson
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Richard David Galinson :
Application No. 12/583,902 :  DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: August 27, 2009
Attorney Docket No. GAL01001

This is a decision on the renewed petition under the unintentional provisions of 37 CFR 1.137(b),
filed August 23, 2010, to revive the above-identified application.

The petition is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to File
Missing Parts of Nonprovisional Application (Notice), mailed September 18, 2009. The Notice
set a period for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. No extensions of time
under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a) were obtained. Accordingly, the application became
abandoned on November 19, 2009. The Notice of Abandonment was mailed May 28, 2010.

The petition satisfies the requirements of 37 CFR 1.137(b) in that petitioner has supplied (1) the
reply in the form of replacement drawings and substitute specification, (2) the petition fee of
$810, and (3) a proper statement of unintentional delay.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Terri Johnson at (571) 272-
2991.
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This application is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing for appropriate
action in the normal course of business on the reply received.

[Terri Johnson/
Terri Johnson
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



Invention Title: Methods for Collecting and Analyzing Thermal Data Based on Breast Surface Temperature to
Determine Suspect Conditions
Inventor(s): Holmes et al. Docket No.: 300033-00001C2 Application No.: 12/583,951

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Appl. No. : 12/583,951

Confirmation No. : 3608

First Named Inventor : Holmes, Jimmy D.

Filed : 08/27/2009

TC/Art Unit : 3736

Examiner : Renee A. Danega

Docket No. : 300033-00001C2

Customer No. : 71375

For : METHODS FOR COLLECTING AND ANALYZING THERMAL DATA
BASED ON BREAST SURFACE TEMPERATURE TO DETERMINE
SUSPECT CONDITIONS

MAIL STOP PETITION
Commissioner for Patents
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

PETITION FOR SPECIAL STATUS FOR

ADVANCEMENT OF EXAMINATION UNDER 37 CFR 1.102

Sir:

In accordance with the conditions published in accordance with implementation of
Project Exchange/Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan, as set forth in 75 Fed.
Reg. 36063, 75 Fed. Reg. 5041 and 74 Fed. Reg. 62285, Applicants herein petition for special
status to advance examination under 37 CFR 1.102 of U.S. Patent Application No. 12/583,951

(from herein “special application”) in view of Applicants concurrent express abandonment of

1



Invention Title: Methods for Collecting and Analyzing Thermal Data Based on Breast Surface Temperature to
Determine Suspect Conditions
Inventor(s): Holmes et al. Docket No.: 300033-00001C2 Application No.: 12/583,951

copending application U.S. Patent Application No. 12/583,970 (from herein “abandoned
application”).

A copy of the letter of express abandonment of the abandoned application, including
the statements required to accompany such letter, are attached hereto.

The special application and the abandoned application have at least one common
inventor, Jimmy D. Holmes, and are commonly assigned, as is required to qualify the special
application for special status.

Applicants have not filed any prior petitions in other applications requesting special
status under this program.

Applicants agree to make an election without traverse in a telephonic interview if the
Office determines that the claims of the special application are directed to two or more
independent and distinct inventions. Should a telephonic interview be necessary to make an
election without a traverse, the Office is invited to call the undersigned.

The abandoned application shall not form the basis for any other petition under 37 CFR

1.102.



Invention Title: Methods for Collecting and Analyzing Thermal Data Based on Breast Surface Temperature to
Determine Suspect Conditions

Inventor(s): Holmes et al. Docket No.: 300033-00001C2 Application No.: 12/583,951

As the requirement for a fee to consider this petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Project Exchange/Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan have been
waived by the Office, no fee has been paid concurrently herewith.

Respectfully submitted,
/Timothy D. Casey/

Timothy D. Casey

Reg. No. 33,124

SilverSky Group LLC

5422 Longley Lane, Suite B
Reno, NV 89511

Date: October 26, 2010
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In re Application of ‘ o
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Application No. 12/583,951 D TO MAKE SPECIAL

Filed: August 27,2009 : 37 CFR 1.102
Attorney Docket No. 300033-00001C2 :

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.102, filed October 26, 2010, to make the
above-identified application special under the Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus
Plan which is a pilot program set forth at 74 Federal Register Notice 62285 (November 27,
2009) and 75 Federal register Notice 36063 (June 24, 2010).

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102 and the pilot program as
set forth in 74 FR 62285 and 75 FR 36063 must be directed to a nonprovisional application filed
prior to October 1, 2009.

The USPTO will accord special status for examination under Patent Application Backlog
Reduction Stimulus Plan under the following conditions:

(1) The application for which special status is sought is a nonprovisional application
that has an actual filing date earlier than October 1, 2009,

(2) The applicant has another copending nonprovisional application that has an actual
filing date earlier than October 1, 2009, and is complete under 37 CFR 1.53;

(3) The application for which special status is sought and the other copending
nonprovisional application either are owned by the same party as of October 1, 2009,
or name at least one inventor in common;

(4) The applicant files a letter of express abandonment under 37 CFR 1.138(a) in the
copending nonprovisional application before it has been taken up for examination and

a) include a statement that the applicant has not and will not file a new
application that claims the same invention claimed in the expressly abandoned
application;

b) includes with the letter of express abandonment a statement that the
applicant has not and will not file an application that claims the benefit of the
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Decision on Petition to Make Special

expressly abandoned application under any provision of title 35, United States
Code, and

c) the applicant agrees not to request a refund of any fees paid in the expressly
abandoned application; and

(5) The applicant files a petition under 37 CFR 1.102 in the application for which
special status is sought that

a) includes a specific identification of the relationship between the
applications that qualifies the application for special status;

b) identifies, by application number if available, the application that is being
expressly abandoned;

¢) provides a statement certifying that applicant has not filed petitions in more
than fourteen (14) other applications requesting special status under this
program; and

d) provides a statement that applicant agrees to make an election without
traverse in a telephonic interview if the Office determines that the claims of
the application to be made special are directed to two or more independent
and distinct inventions.

The requirement for a fee for consideration of the petition to make special for applications
pertaining to Patent Application Backlog Reduction Stimulus Plan has been waived.

The instant petition complies with the conditions required under Patent Application Backlog
Reduction Stimulus Plan. Accordingly, the above-identified application has been accorded

“special” status.

Telephone inquires concerning this decision should be directed to Brian W. Brown at 571-272-

5338.

All other inquires concerning either the examination or status of the application should be
directed to the Technology Center. ’

The application is being forwarded to the Office of Patent Application Processing for
further processing

commensurate with this decision.

etitions Examiner

Ofﬁcg of Petitions
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Altis Law Group, Inc.

ATTN: Steven Reiss
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[ NOTIFICATION DATE | DELIVERY MODE J
02/17/2011 ELECTRONIC

DECISION GRANTING PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.138(d)
The declaration of express abandonment is recognized

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.138(d), requesting for a refund of any previously paid

search fee and excess claims fee in the above-identified application.

The petition is granted.

The express abandonment is recognized. Any previously paid search fee and excess claims fee are

hereby refunded.

Telephone inquiries should be directed to the Office of Data Management at (571) 272-4200.

Butlg b2k

tion Branch
Office of Data Management

Page 1 of 1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

DOUGLASS J. BEVEL
7364 S. KING DR. #1
CHICAGO, IL 60619

In re Application of

Douglas Bevel

Application No. 12/584,013
Filed: August 27, 2009

Attorney Docket No. 090059/001

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

MAILED

APR 1.8 2011

OFFICE OF PETITIONS

DECISION ON PETITION
TO WITHDRAW
FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent under 37 C.F.R. § 1.36(b) or

37 C.F.R. § 10.40 filed March 18, 2011.

The request is APPROVED.

A review of the file record indicates that Lawrence Thompson: (1) does not have power of
attorney in this patent application; and (2) has been employed or otherwise engaged in the
proceedings in this patent application. In view of the present decision, Lawrence Thompson has
been withdrawn from the present application and may not prepare or submit papers under 37
C.F.R. § 1.34, or correspond in any manner in this application unless appointed in an acceptable

power of attorney under 37 C.F.R. § 1.32(b).

Telephone infuires concerning this decision should be directed to Irvin Dingle at 571-272-3210.

2 A

rvin Dingl
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: Lawrence Thompson
The Thompson Law Office P.C.
831 S. State Street
Lockport, IL. 60441



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.usplo.gov

HUGO PALACIOS MAI LEb

246 Albert Court

Healdsburg CA 95448 - | MAY 08 2011

In re Application of OFFICE OF P ETITIONS
Palacios :

Application No. 12/584,056 : ON PETITION

Filed: August 27, 2009
Attorney Docket No.

This is a decision on the petition under 37 CFR 1.181 to withdraw the holding of abandonment, filed on
April 12,2011, :

The petition is DISMISSED. \

The record reflects that a final Office action was mailed on August 18, 2010, allowing a shortened
statutory period for reply of three months from its mailing date. Extensions of the time set for reply were
available pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a). A response was not received within the allowable period, and the
application became abandoned on November 19, 2010. A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on March
2,2011. The instant petition was filed on April 12, 2011. Petitioner maintains that a response to the
August 18, 2010, Office action was timely deposited with the United States Postal Service (USPS) on
August 14, 2010, but that the post office facility was completely destroyed by fire. Petitioner presumes
that petitioner’s response was destroyed in the fire.

Section 711.03 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure provides guidance where, as in this case,
petitioner is arguing that a timely response to the Office action was mailed and provides, in pertinent part,
that:

37 CFR 1.10(c) through 1.10(e) and 1.10(g) set forth procedures for petitioning the Director of the
USPTO to accord a filing date to correspondence as of the date of deposit of the correspondence
as "Express Mail." A petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment relying upon a timely reply
placed in "Express Mail” must include an appropriate petition under 37 CFR 1.10(c), (d), (e), or (g)
(see MPEP § 513). When a paper is shown to have been mailed to the Office using the "E;(press
Mail" procedures, the paper must be entered in PALM with the "Express Mail" date.

Similarly, applicants may establish that a reply was filed with a postcard receipt that properly
identifies the reply and provides prima facie evidence that the reply was timely filed. See MPEP §
503. For example, if the application has been held abandoned for failure to file a reply to a first
Office action, and applicant has a postcard receipt showing that an amendment was timely filed in
response to the Office action, then the holding of abandonment should be withdrawn upon the filing
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of a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment. When the reply is shown to have been timely
filed based on a postcard receipt, the reply must be entered into PALM using the date of receipt of
the reply as shown on the post card receipt.

Where a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8, but not a postcard receipt, is relied upon in a
petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment, see 37 CFR 1.8(b) and MPEP § 512. As stated in
37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) the statement that attests to the previous timely mailing or transmission of the
correspondence must be on a personal knowledge basis, or to the satisfaction of the Director of the
USPTO. If the statement attesting to the previous timely mailing is not made by the person who
signed the Certificate of Mailing (i.e., there is no personal knowledge basis), then the statement
attesting to the previous timely mailing should include evidence that supports the conclusion that
the correspondence was actually mailed (e.g., copies of a mailing log establishing that
correspondence was mailed for that application). When the correspondence is shown to have been
timely filed based on a certificate of mailing, the correspondence is entered into PALM with the
actual date of receipt (i.e., the date that the duplicate copy of the papers was filed with the
statement under 37 CFR 1.8).

37 CFR 1.8(b) also permits applicant to notify the Office of a previous mailing or transmission of
correspondence and submit a statement under 37 CFR 1.8(b)(3) accompanied by a duplicate copy
of the correspondence when a reasonable amount of time (e.g., more than one month) has elapsed
from the time of mailing or transmitting of the correspondence. Applicant does not have to wait until
the application becomes abandoned before notifying the Office of the previous mailing or
transmission of the correspondence. Applicant should check the private Patent Application
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system for the status of the correspondence before notifying the
Office. See MPEP § 512.

The above-cited section of the MPEP explains that in order for correspondence to receive a filing date as
of the date of deposit with the United States Postal Service (USPS), the correspondence must either be
mailed via USPS Express Mail, or the correspondence must contain a fproper certificate of mailiné
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.8. Correspondence may also receive the date of the recei‘lzt with the USPTO if
petitioner provides an itemized Bfﬁce date-stamped postcard whereby the USPTO acknowledges regeipt
of the item mailed. There is no evidence that petitioner used the procedures provided in 37 CFR 1.8" and

It is noted that 37 CFR 1.8 provides that:

(a) Except in the situations enumerated in paragraph (a)(2) of this section or as otherwise
expressly excluded in this chapter, correspondence required to be filed in the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office within a set period of time will be considered as being timely filed if the
procedure described in this section is followed. The actual date of receipt will be used for all other
purposes.

(1) Correspondence will be considered as being timely filed if:

(i) The correspondence is mailed or transmitted prior to expiration of the set period of time by being:
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1.10, which, if properly utilized, would allow a filing to be accorded a filing date as of the date mailed or
deposited, respectively, rather than the date the filing was received by the Office. The certificate of
mailing procedures under 37 CFR 1.8 allow for a filing date to be accorded as of the date the filing was
mailed rather than the date the filing was received by t%le Office provided the procedures set out in 37
CFR 1.8 are followed and the filing is not excepted under 37 CFE 1.8(2)(i). The procedures under 37
CFR 1.10 allow correspondence deposited with the United States Postal Service Express Mail Service
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.10 to be accorded a filing date as of the date-in shown on the Express Mail label
rather than the date the filing was received by the Office. Filings made by any other mail service, i.e.,
f]'lrls(t) class postage, USPS certified mail, FEDEX, Priority Mail, will not receive the benefit of 37 CFR

The holding of abandonment will cannot be withdrawn because petitioner has not provided prima gacie
evidence that a proper response to the Office action of July 21, 2010, was deposited with the USP
Express Mail Service under 37 CFR 1.10 within the period for reply, has not provided a certificate of
mallir(ljg plfr§uant to 37 CFR 1.8, or an USPTO date-stamped postcard. The petition is dismissed
accordingly”.

- Alternatively, petitioner may revive the application based on unintentional abandonment under 37 CFR
[.137(b). A grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be accompanied by the required reply,
the required petition fee ($1620.00 for a large entity and $810.00 for a verified small entity), and a
statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due date for the reply until the filing of
a grantable petition pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b) was unintentional. Petitioner may use the enclosed

form to file this petition. :

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
Box 1450
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

(A) Addressed as set out in § 1.1(a) and deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with sufficient postage
as first class mail; or

(B) Transmitted by facsimile to the Patent and Trademark Office in accordance with § 1.6(d):
(C) Transmitted via the Office electronic filing system in accordance with § 1.6(a)(4); and

(ii) The correspondence includes a certificate for each piece of correspondence stating the date of deposit
or transmission. The person signing the certificate should have reasonable basis to expect that the
correspondence would be mailed or transmitted on or before the date indicated.

A certificate of mailing as provided by the United States Postal Service is not the certificate of mailing which is
referenced by 37 CFR 1.8 cited above. The certificate of mailing referenced by 37 CFR 1.8 consists of a statement
that must be affixed to the correspondence in question indicating that paper was deposited with the United States
Postal Service first-class mail on a particular date. Applicant is directed to Section 512 of the Manual of Patent
Examining Procedure for further guidance on what a certificate of mailing as contemplated by 37 CFR 1.8 looks like
and how it should appear on the paper to be filed.

? The hardship presented to petitioner by the confluence of events as set forth in the petition is appreciated.
However, a petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment is only appropriate where the application is not
properly held abandoned. In this case, the application was properly held abandoned because a proper an timely
response to the Office action was not received and petitioner has not provided any prima facie evidence that the
response was deposited with the USPS, i.e., a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 on a copy of the response
retained by applicant or a Express Mail Receipt showing a date-in of August 21, 2010, or before. :
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By facsimile: (571) 273-8300
Attn:  Office of Petitions

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned (571) 272-3222.
/Kenya A. McLaughlin/
Kenya A. McLaughlin

Petitions Attorney
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
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CHA & REITER LLC
17 ARCADIAN AVENUE
SUITE 208
PARAMUS NJ 07652 MAILED
MAR 16 2012
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of : DECISION

Seo, et al. : ON PETITION
Application No. 12/584,099 :

Filed: August 31, 2009

Attorney Docket Number: 5000-1-1256

This is in response to the petition under 37 CFR 1.84(a)(2), filed August 31, 2009, for acceptance
of color drawings.

The petition is DISMISSED.

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be submitted within TWO (2) MONTHS
from the mail date of this decision. Extensions of time under 37 CFR 1.136(a) are permitted.
The reconsideration request should include a cover letter entitled, "Renewed Petition under 37
CFR 1.84(a)(2)". No further petition fee is required for a renewed petition.

A grantable petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a)(2) must be accompanied by the following:
1) The fee set forth in 37 C.F.R. 1.17(h);
2) Three (3) sets of color drawings, or one (1) set if filed via EFS, and
3) The specification contains appropriate ianguage referring to the color drawings as
the first paragraph in that portion of the specification relating to the brief description of
the drawings.

In addition, MPEP 608.02 states that a petition to accept color drawings will only be granted

when the Office “has determined that a color drawing or photograph is the only practical
medium by which to disclose in a printed utility patent the subject matter to be patented.”
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Here, the Office has determined that color drawings are not necessary for an understanding of the
invention. '

Further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed as follows:

By mail: Mail Stop Petitions
Commissioner for Patents
PO Box 1450
Alexandria VA 22313-1450

By FAX: 571-273-8300
Attn: Office of Petitions

e

The application is being forwarded to Gfoup Art Unit 2821 for examination in due course.

Telephone inquiries regarding this decision should be directed to Petitions Attorney Cliff Congo
at (571)272-3207.

/ /

Jose Dees
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

MA l L E D ' www.uspto.gov
oCT 082010
JAMES A. PECORE OmCE qua ‘

P.O. BOX 877649
WASILLA AK 99687

In re Application of

James A. PECORE :
Application No. 12/584,119 : DECISION ON PETITION

Filed: October 23, 2009 : TO MAKE SPECIAL UNDER

Attorney Docket No. : 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1)

This is a decision on the petitidn under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1), filed August 30, 2010, to make the above-
identified application special based on applicant’s age as set forth in M.P.E.P. § 708.02, Section IV.

The petition is GRANTED.

A grantable petition to make an application special under 37 CFR 1.102(c)(1) and MPEP § 708.02,
Section IV: Applicant’s Age must be accompanied by evidence showing that at least one of the applicants
is 65 years of age, or more, such as a birth certificate or a statement by applicant. No fee is required

The instant petition includes a statement signed by the applicant. Accordingly, the above-identified
application has been accorded “special” status.

_Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at 571-272-6735.

All other inquiries concerning either the examination or status of the application should be directed to the
Technology Center at (571) 272-3700.

The application is being forwarded to Technology Center Art Unit 3724 for action on the merits
commensurate with this decision.

/DCG/

Diane C. Goodwyn
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

Www.uspto.gov

I;e(t)erBLoff%eoro 1- |
.0. Box -
Niceville, FL 32588-1001 MA"‘ED

SEP 08201)
In re Application of OH:'CEQFPHMQNQ
Philip Cryar : g )
Application No. 12/584,241 ‘ : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 3, 2009 : ' : TO WITHDRAW FROM
Attorney Docket No. 390601 ‘ R - RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR
§§ 1.36(b) or 10.40 filed June 24, 2010.

The request is APPROVED.

The request was signed by Peter Loffler on behalf of himself and all the attorneys/agents of
record. Therefore, Peter Loffler and all the attorneys/agents of record have been withdrawn..

Applicant is reminded that there are no attorneys/agents of record at this time.

This application file is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 1795 for examination in
due course. '

The change of correspondencé address is accepted. “Thus all future communications from
the Office will be mailed to the sole inventor at the address listed below until otherwise
notified by the applicant.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at

Office of Petitions

cc:  Philip Cryar
1069 Bay Drive
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O..Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.uspio.gov

MAILED

geéerBLoff!Ieém
.0. Box :
Niceville, FL 32588-1001 SEP 0.92010

| OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of
Philip Cryar : ‘ )
Application No. 12/584,241 , : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 3, 2009 i . : TO WITHDRAW FROM
At)torney Docket No. 390601 ‘ : RECORD

This is a decision on the Requesi to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 CFR
§§ 1.36(b) or 10.40 filed June 24, 2010.

The request is APPROVED.

The request was signed by Peter Loffler on behalf of himself and all the attorneys/agents of
record. Therefore, Peter Loffler and all the attorneys/agents of record have been withdrawn..

Applicant is reminded that there are no attornejs]agents of record at this time.

This application file is being referred to Technology Center Art Unit 1795 for examination in
due course.

The change of correspondencé address is accepted. “Thus all future communications from
the Office will be mailed to the sole inventor at the address listed below until otherwise
notified by the applicant. :

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to the undersigned at

(571 272-3226. g

An
Petitions.Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc:  Philip Cryar
1069 Bay Drive
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Commissioner for Patents

United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450

www.usplo.gov

DRINKER BIDDLE & REATH
ATTN: INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY GROUP

ONE LOGAN SQUARE
SUITE 2000 MA,LED
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103-6996 MAR 282011
OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of ‘
Robb Fujioka :
Application No. 12/584,264 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: September 2, 2009 : TO WITHDRAW
Attorney Docket No. 203103-0002-00-US : FROM RECORD

This is a decision on the Request to Withdraw as attorney or agent of record under 37 C.F.R.
§ 1.36(b), filed February 22, 2011.

The request is NOT APPROVED.

The Office strongly encourages practitioner(s) requesting withdrawal from representation as
practitioner of record in an application to review the record to determine whether he or she is, in
fact, of record and how he or she was made of record. The practitioner(s) should determine
whether he or she was appointed by naming each practitioner individually or through the use of a
Customer Number. If the practitioner(s) were appointed by a specific designation, then the
request should ask that each ‘specified practitioner be withdrawn and should list each
practitioner(s) in the Request. Similarly, if practitioner(s) was appointed by a Customer Number,
the practitioner(s) should ensure that the correct number is provided in the Request Additionally,
as set forth in MPEP 403(l), the addition or deletion of a practitioner from the list of persons
associated with a Customer Number should be done by way of a Request for Customer umber
Data Change (PTO/SB/124) and not a Request for Withdrawal As Attorney or Agent and Change
of Correspondence Address (PTO/SB/83).

Accordingly, the request cannot be approved because practitioners were not appointed by
customer number. Practitioners must withdraw using the same manner by which they were
appointed.

In order to request or take action in a patent matter, the assignee must establish its ownership of
the patent to the satisfaction of the Director. In this regard, a Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b)
must have either: (i) documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the
assignee (e.g., copy of an executed assignment), and a statement affirming that the documentary



Application No. 12/584,264 Page 2

evidence of the chain of title from the original owner to the assignee was or concurrently is being
submitted for recordation pursuant to § 3.11; or (ii) a statement specifying where documentary
evidence of a chain of title from the original owner to the assignee is recorded in the assignment
records of the Office (e.g., reel and frame number).

All future communications from the Office will continue to be directed to the above-listed
address until otherwise notified by applicant. '

Telei)hone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to undersigned at 571-272-1642.
All other inquiries concerning the examination or status of this application should be directed to
the Technology Center.

/AMW/

April M. Wise
Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions

cc: FUHU, INC.
909 N. SEPULVEDA BOULDEVARD
SUITE 540
EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1450

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450
www.uspto.gov

WILL WELDON MATHEWS '

P.0.BOX 903 ‘ MA_.I LED

FAIRACRES NM 88033 SEP 302010
QFFCE OF PETITIONS

In re Application of

Will Weldon MATTHEWES : '

Application No. 12/584,268 : DECISION ON PETITION
Filed: Sepember 02, 2009 :

Attorney Docket No. Mathews-KLitter

This is a decision on the petition, filed May 25, 2010, which is being treated as a petition
under 37 CFR 1.8(b), requesting withdrawal of the holding of abandonment in the above-
identified application. ’

The petition under 37 CFR 1.8(b) is GRANTED.

The application became abandoned for failure to reply in a timely manner to the Notice to
File Corrected Application Papers, mailed September 23, 2009. The Notice set a period
for reply of two (2) months from the mail date of the Notice. A notice of abandonment
was mailed May 17, 2010.

Petitioner states that a response to the Notice to file Corrected Application Papers mailed
September 23, 2009 was filed timely with extension of times.

A review of the Office records indicates that a two (2) month extension of time was filed
December 09, 2009. The Office has discovered the mistake by applicant in the papers
filed December 09, 2009. The serial number on the extension of times included an
incorrect application number. In processing by the Office the response was initially placed
in 12/548,268. However a subsequent review of the identifiers by the Office indicates that
the correct serial number should have been 12/584,268. The Office moved the extension
of times filed December 09, 2009 from 12/548,268 to 12/584,268. Applicant filed three
extension of times totaling $865.00, which gave the applicant until March 23, 2010 to

reply.
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In view of the above the reply submitted February 16, 2010 is considered timely filed,
therefore the petition will be granted.

Telephone inquiries concerning this decision should be directed to Michelle R. Eason at
(571) 272-4231.

The application file is being referred to the Office of Patent Application Processing.
Thurman Page

Petitions Examiner
Office of Petitions
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Commissioner for Patents
United States Patent and Trademark Office
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Pequignot + Myers LLC
90 North Coast Highway 101 :
Suite 208 MAILED
- Encinitas CA 92024 )
FEB 23 2012
o OFFICE OF PETITIONS
In re Application of . : -
Witzman et al. :  DECISION ON PETITION
-+ Application No. 12/584,339 ' :
;7 Filed: 09/03/2009 : ACCEPTANCE OF COLOR
" Atty. Docket Number: 18-301 US :  DRAWINGS

This is a decision on the petition under 37 C.F.R. 1.84(a)(2) received in the United States Patent and
Trademark Office (USPTO) on September 3, 2009.

The petition is GRANTED.

37 CFR 1.84(a)(2) states that the Office will accept color drawings only after granting a petition
explaining why color drawings are necessary. The petition must include:

) The fee set forth in 1.17(h);
(i) Three (3) sets of color drawings;
(iii)  Anamendment to the specification to insert (unless the specification contains or has

been previously amended to contain) the following language as the first paragraph of the
brief description of the drawing